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PREFACE 
READER 


6 Þ HE Defign' of | this Wark is. of mo. beſs 
Importance than ta diſcover the « Naked 


ke . ' EFruih, - a5 fas 45 "tis poſſible, aftor the De- 
foe wen of fuch infinite Numbers of Yor 

ures by the Barbarity of former Ages : T he little Frage 
ments and Gleanings whereof, (that eccidentally efcap'd 
the Flames and Fury of thoſe Times} tho diſpers dup and 
down, yer" do ſtill afford ſome Light to «-per{Picacipus Et+ 
quirer ; and indeed give ſuch a Lanaskip of things, as 
the Rains now at Athens,” Carthage and Rome, do of 
thoſe Majeftiu Ciries, We may ſtill plainly'ſet, bow 


Si he 


' Ceremonies, and the vain Phalolophy of the 


4 


Primitive Chaſtity of the 'Goſpel was defil'd © 


Pagans: - How' Platonic Enthuſiafm wes ax5pos'd wpors - 


the World for Faith, Myſtery and Revelation, by cloy- 
fterd Ecclefiaſticks ; Qui omnia quz putabant Chri- 


ſtianiſmo conducere, Biblijs interſeruerunt, 4s any + 


one may collet# from Eraſmus, Scaliger , Grotius, 


Cappellus, a»d F. Simons, who had compar'd Manu- - 


, feripts. Their dogmatical Contradidtions in Councils, 
their ſilly Quarrels, their frequent changes sn Opinion, 
their childiſh trifling in Words, their Inconſtancy, Pride, 
and other Paſſions are laid open, as the Source of publick 

EE REL 2 Troubles 


— —— — 


The Preface to the Reader. 
woubles and common Calamities. We "may juſtly 1a- 
et with Joleph Scaliger the cruel Suppreſſion of the 
Books that were in the hands of the Fathers, for 
if we had them now in our Libraries, Nous verrions des 
belles choles, ſays that Prodigy of Learning, who in 
another place complains, Nihil tuit erga bouas iteras 
injurioſius veteribus Chri{tfanis *-fi voltffent, habe- 
remus tam preclara.— But conſidering how they 
handed things down 10 us, Je ne me ferois jamais Chre- 
ſtien a lircles Peres,/Ils ont tant;de Fadaifes. Scatzp. 

Tn our ows. time' we have {fn the ſame Phrenzy 
ated over again, Academick nquiſitors (like ſupream 
infallible Tribunals). burning Articlesand. Books, aftere 
wards embracing andpratt:ſing the very ſame., exptlling 
and recalling, canting and recanting, after the manners 
of their Fore-fathers, who. veer'd about with every 
Wind, and were very angry that the Laity would, not 
believe —__ 4orinſt' their Senſe and: Rees as. the 
Woman would have had her Hushend 6g 4inft bis own hoes: 
What Believe your Eyes before your own ſweet Wife? 

{4 | 


The moſt conſiderable Parts of the preſent Vindication 
are, I. The Hhiftory of Plato's Sad che II; .The Arian, 
Controverſie>' -IIl.- Of the. Nicene: Councel..\.LV. Of 
the Athanafian Creed: :V. Of the: Quarxels and. Di. 
viſions -of the Churches; Which: take'as follows. - .-- 


1 


— 
I” I” OO” a aw 


A Modeſt and Hiſtorical 


VINDICATION, 6. 


Hat this work oy be clear and inſtructive, 

| *tis thought neceſſary to obſerve Method and 
Order of Time, which are the chief lighis in 
Hiſtorical Controverſies; Therefore we will 


| begin with the molt learned Biſhop of the Primitive 


Church: 

Euſcbius was born in Paleſtine, and perhaps at 
Ceſarea; (a) for he ſays in the beginning 
of his Letter to the Chriſtians of that ,) #20 
City , That he was there baptized, and in-' ; 


ftrutted in the Chriſtian Faith. He wag borg towards 


the end of the third Century ; though we cannot find 
exattly the year of his Birth, He began early to ap- 
ply himſelf to Learning, eſpecially to Divinity, as it 
ſufficiently- appears in his Writings, wherein 'may 
be ſeen, that, he' had carefully read all ſorts of Books ; 
and that all the' Chriſtian Writings, whether Greek 
or Latin, were well known to him. - He had the ad- 
— of the curious Library, which the Martyr 
Pamphilias, his particular Friend, had colleed at 


& 2 2 
Ceſare. (b) It's affirm d, Thar being (bh) Hicron. Ep, 


become Biſhop of this City, he entreated 74,mmo ws 


Conſt antine, (who paſſed through it, and lied, Aniipater 
who had bid him ask ſome favour in be- Fofrejr in 
half of his Church) That . he would per- \,. a&.;. 
mit him to make a ſearch into all rhe 

B publick 


(2) | 
publick Regiſters, to extract the Names of all the 
Martyrs, and the time of their Death. However, 
he has committed Faults enough in Chronology, as 
Foſeph Scaliger, and a great many other learned Men 
have obſerved, and eſpecially in relation to Martyrs, 
as Mr. Dodwel has lately ſhewn in his Dillertation, de 
paucitate Martyrum. Brit it was nao ealle mattey to 
eſcape theſe kind of Favits tnfuch a work as his Ec- 
clefiaſtical Hiſtory, which was the firſt of that fort 
that was ever undertaken; the Primitive Chriſtians 
taking no care of the Hiſtory of their Times. 
Eyſebias, is commonly called the yon of Pamphs- 
Lizs ; whether he was really his So, as ſome - attirm, 
or his Nephew, according to the opinion of achers ; 
or in fine, as moſt believe, by reaſon of the great Friend- 
ſhip between them. This Pemphilins was of Beryte 
in Phenicia, and Prieſt of Ceſarea; he held Origer's 
Opigions, for whom he wrate an Apology, of which 
there remains to us, but a. part of it 1n Latin, amoog 
the Works of Origen and St. Ferome.. He made 'it_ in 
Priſon, where he was-put in the year 307, under the 
Emperour Decius, and where Euſebizs did not forfake 
him. He could write only the ticft five Books, having 
1 Photis, D&En biodred from finiſhing (a) this 
a4. cxpnr, Work, by the Death which he: ſuffered. 
for the Goſpel swo jonnaue he had beea. 
thrown into. Priſon. But Euſebizs hniſh'd it, in add- 
ing thereto a fixth Book, and publiſh'd it after his 
Death. Pamphilzze had for Maſter, Preriwe 
_ Code (6). Prieſt of Alexandria; who. likewiſe 
ſuffered Martyrdom, and: was alſo of Or4- 
gen's Opinion, whoſe Afſiduity and Eloquence he 
imitated, which got him the name of ſecond Orrges. 
It's not amiſs here to relate the Judgment which 


Photius makes of his Works. 
is makes of Þ Fa 


(3) | 

_ He ndvuances ſevetalibings, ſays he, remote from thoſe 
which axe at preſent eftabliſÞ'i in rhe Chureh perhaps ar- 
cording to the Cuſtans of the Anoients :- Tet he ſpeaks after 
a pious manner pf the: Father and the Soy, excepting that 
he aſſures us, They have two Eſſences, (ei;) and two 
Natures, (yo) aſing the words Eſſence and Nature, as 
it appears by what-precedes, \and follows in this Paſſage, 
for that of Hypolialis, aud not in 'the ſenſe of the Arians. 
But he {peaks of the Holy Spirit in 4 Mgroks manner, 
for be attributes to him, a Glory inferionr to that of the 
Father and the Son; yet he was Catechift of Alex- 
andria under the Patriarch T heonas, who was confe- 
crated in the year 282. wy ib | 

Pamphilius being dead, as has. been ſaid, Eyſebius 
retired to Peulinss Biſhop of Tyre, his Friend ; where 
he was witneſs, (a) as he tells us himſelf, cake 
of ſeveral Martyrdoms, the Hiſtory of 
which he has lett us, in his Book of the Martyrs of 
Paleſtine. From thence he went into” Ezypr, where 
he found the Perſecution yet more violent, and where 
he was thrown into Priſon. But this Perſecution 
having ceaſed, he was ſet at Liberty, and a while 
after eleted Biſhop of Ceſares, after the death of 
Agapine. It's not certainly' knownin what year this 
Election was-made, but at leaft, he was already Bl- 
ſhop, when Pazlines dedicated” a ſtately Church. in 
the City of Tyre, which he had built there, which 
was in the year 316, in:the 10th year of Conſtants 
Reign ; tor it was:the cuſtom of the'Chri- - ' 
{tians,' (5): as | well as. of the Pagans, to. ,(04% Dil. 
conſecrate their: Churches-in the time of 4h ogg 
the Decennalesof the Emperours, or of a- 
ny other Solemnity.. Exaſebius recites x fine Oration, 
ſpoken; at this Dedicatian, (c)- and tho? 
he does not {ay, that it was hz himſelf 

t B 2 that 


(c) Lib.x. C4. 


=_ 
that ſpoke it, yet the ſtyle of this Oration, and the mo- 
deſt manner after which he mentions him that'made 
it, gives.one reaſon to. believe, (that he has ſuppreſs'd 
bis name only through Modeſty. One might imagine, 
that he was then but Prieſt, were it not manifeſt, that 
it was very rare in that Ape for Prieſts to ſpeak in 


publick, where there were Bþops preſent. 


It was. about this time, that Alexander Biſhop of 
Alexandria, had a bickering with one of his Prieſts 
named Aris, touching the Divinity of Jeſus Chriſt, 
which gave Birth to Arianiſm. Euſebius having had 
a great ſhare in the Diſputes of Arianiſin; we cannor 
recount his Life without writing the Hiſtory of it ; 
and ro know wherein conſiſted theſe Diſputes, we 
muſt neceſſarily aſcend higher, and enquire what 
Principles of Philoſophy were in uſe. in that time 
among the Chriſtians, and how they came to be in- 
troduced, This is ſo neceflary a Digreflion, as will 
appear in the Sequel, that it's to be ſuppoſed; rhe 
Reader muſt approve ot it. 4 26s 1 

There was never any Philoſopher that made him-' 
ſe!if ſo famous as Plato, and no. Books read with 
more pleaſure than. his, whether from the Subjetts, 
and lofty Thoughts found therein, .or by reaſon. of 
the Elegancy. and Nobleneſs of their ' Style, which 
never any Philoſopher could equalize. | 'He was born 
under the Reign of Artaxerxes, Sirnam'd Long-hand, 
426 years beiore Chriſt, and died aged fourſcore 
years, in the time when Phzlip of Macedon made him- 
{elf to be fear'd of all Greece, | Alexander his Son hav- 
ing made himſelf maſter, of 4fiz, which his Succe(- 
ſors divided among them ; one may reaſonably be- 
lieve, that the Sciences of the Greeks there, eſtabiiſh*d 
themſelves with their Empire, and their Cuſtoms. 


Ptolomy 


(5) 

Ptolomy the Son of Legss, one of Alexander's Suc- 
ceſſors, undertook to collie@ into his Library. of | Alex- 
anaria, all the Books he could find, and drew thither 
ſeveral learned Men of Greece. (4) He was THAW 
learned himſelf, and omitted nothing, for SITY 
the inſpiring into his Sons the love of 
Learning, | | 

His Son Ph;ladelphus march'd, in this reſpeQ, in his 
Fathers ſteps, as all thoſe who haye any knowledge in 
the Hiitory of this Prince, do well know. The Syrian 
Monarchs ſeemlikewiſe to havecultivated the Sciences, 
ſecing that Suidas relates, that Euphorion of Chalcis in 
Eubez, Poet and Philoſopher, was: Library-keeper of 
Antiochws the great, two hundred years before our Sa- 
viour's time, Plato was roo famous then, and his 
Works in too great eſteem, nor to have: had Place in 
theſe Libraries. One may alſo believe, that Aſia,: 
which was then full of Greek-Philoſophers, wanted- 
not Platoniſts. 4119:0] il alulues | 

-Among the Opinions of Plata, there are not any 
more remarkable,-rhan thoſe which he had touching. 
the Divinity, the P:x-exiſtence and Immortality of 
the Soul. - He held that there 1s only one Supream, 
Spiritual, and Taviſible God, whom he calls. The Beizg, 
or, the B*-ing it ſelf, the-very/Being, The Father, and 
czuſe of all | hy &c: He placed under this: fupream 
God an iaferiour Being, which he calls Reſon, (ay) 
The Direttor of things preſent and future, the Creator of 
the Univerſe, &c.. Ia fine,.. he acknowledged a third 
Being, which he calls che Spzr/e.or Soul of the Hor ld. 
He added, That the firſt was the Father of the ſecond, 
and that the ſecond. had -proguced the third. We may 
conſuir hereupon his Times, to which we ſhould ad- 
joya his IL. and VI. Letter. In the ſecond, which 1s 
duretted to Denys, who complained, that Plato had: 

- nor 


(6) | 
notſufficiently.inftruRted' him touching the fr? Na- 
ture, or firft Being, 'this Philoſopher ihys expreſſes 
himſelf. Every thing- is about the King of all things, 
and every —_ berauſe of him ; he is the cauſe of all 
200d things : The things of the ſecond Order, are about 
the ſecond ; the things of the third, are about the third. 
He calls this a Riddle ; forbids Denys, to ſpeak of it 
before. the ignorant ; enjoyns him'to burn his Letter 
2s {o0n as he has read it, and protefts he will never 
write/again of this matter. In his ſixth Letter, he 
enjoyns Hermias'Eraſbdus and Coriſce to (wear, in tak- 
ing ſo witnels, the God whois the Direffor of things 
preſent and future, and the Lord, who is the Father 4 
this Direftor and of this Cauſe. The Obſcurity which 
he afteQs in this occaſion, left he ſhonld draw on him 
the Rage of the Superftitious Populace, hinders us 
from underſtanding what he would ſay, unleſs we col- 
late together all the Paſſages wherein he ſpeaks of the 
Divinity, and conſult his Interpreters and Diſciples, 

(a) Zeros |, , Here's how one of em (a) explains Ris 
de provid.apud his Maſters meaning: Plato believed, that 
Photium. Cod: God the Creator ſuſtains the viſtble and invi- 
M—_ fible World, which was made ont of nothing ; 
That bis Will ſuffices to make Beings exift ; That by the 
conjunttion of a torporal Nature, and another incotpoxal, 
he has made « moſt perfeeF World, which is double and. 
ſingle at the ſame: time, in which one may diſtinguiſh the 
high, the midale, and the low ; That he calls high, the 
Heavenly Beings, and the Goas ; T he middle, the Tthe.' 
real Imtel/igences and good Demons, which are the Inter- , 
preters and Meſſengers, in what relates to the good of men ; 
1 he low,the terreſtrial Intelligences, and the Souls of men, 
or men Immortal ; That the ſuperiour Beings govern 
the infertonr., but that God who is the Creator and. Fa- 
ther of "ems, reigns. over- all ; - and that this paterpal” 
Empire, 


(9) 

Empire; is nothing elſe but hi Providenct, by which he 
gtves toevery, ſors of Being what belongs to it. 'WNe 
may hereby underitand what P/aro calls the rhings 
of the ſecond and third Order. We ſhall nor buſte 
our ſelves in fceking trom whom Plato might have 
learnt this Dottrin, whether from the Ca/xeans, Or 
from the Old Teſtameat; as foe of the Fathers have 
believ?d..,i::; nt hos 915 25 41 v%v\4J 27: 

_ Altho?, Plato's Difciplesiare agreed. with their Mas 
ſer, in reſpect of theſe three: Principles,  y6t there is 
to be tound in their Writings divers Enquiries touch- 
ing their nature, and divers ways of fpeaiting, which 
are not fo, be {cen in thoſe of this Philofopher, who 
never dared to write all he: thoughr on this ſubje&; 
Plotinu particularly, who liv'd 'in the beginning of 
the third Century, has treated of chem, in ſeveral 
places of his Exneades, (4) but eſpecially | 
in the Book which is intitled of rhe three (4) _ 
Hypoſtaſes, which are the three Principles of cz1, o I 
all things, Here's whereunto his Dottrin 
may be reduced. I. There are three Principles : 
The Being, the Spirit, or the Reaſon of the Being, and 
the Soul of the World, which is the Reaſon of the Spr- 
rit, There is alſo, according to him, 4 Reaſon of the 
Soul of the World, but it is a Reaſon obſcure; (2uv#gd;). 
IL. The Being has begotten the \Reaſor, not by an 
att of his will, or by a decree, bur by his nature, as 
hce begets heat, or as the ſun produces lighr. 'The 
Reaſon has alſo begotten the Soul of the World, and 
perhaps termed Father in this refpe&t; IH. Theſe three 
Hypotſtsſes differ in number, altho? there be a moſk 
ſtrict union between them ; which makes, that'one 
may fay at the ſame time, that they are different, 
and that they aze the ſame thing. The firſt is more 
excellent than the ſecond, and the ſecond more cx- 

cellent 
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(8) 

cellent than the third. - IV." \The terms\'which' Pl77- 
nw uſes, are worth obſerving: x. He calls not only. 
elſence (ie) after 'P/ato, the nature! of 'the-being, 
of the reaſon and 1. the ſoul of the World, but he 
likewiſe uſes the word 2, matter, and ſays, that 
the matter. ofthe one 15 more perteC&t than that of the 
other. .. Having pretended that Parmenides had ſaid 
before Plato, that there are three Principles, he ex- 
preſles himſelf in thele rerms : Parmentdes holds like- 
wiſe the Opinion of the three Natures. 2. It's obſer- 
vable, tbat the word hypoſtaſis (vzigzore) ſignifies two 
things with! this Philo!opher ; firſt, the exiſtence of 
a thing, confidered abſtrattedly';' and in the ſecond 
place, the thing it ſelf which exiſts, as it's taken in 
the Title of this Book,of the three Hypoſtaſes, whichare 
. the Principles of all things, «t- ray dgquoy iwimmonay, 
and in the Title of the third Book of the ſame Er- 
neade, of intelligent Beings. 3. As heſays, That the 
Reaſon 1s the Father of the Soul, he ſays likewiſe, 
that the Reaſon begers,and makes the Soul; for we mult 
obſerve, that in this matter, Plato and his Diſciples 
uſe indifterently the words, zo beget, to make, to pro- 
duce, 8c. and that begotten and made,is the ſame thing 
here, in their mouths. We need only read Plato's T:- 
menus, 4. Plotinus ſays, that the Father and the Rea- 
{on are one and the' ſame thing iv, becaule they coexi# 
and forſake not one another. He ſays, that the Su- 
pream Being, and whoſe eſſence conſiſts i» exiſting, 
1n a manner wholly particular, has begotten by his 
Nature the Spirit, and that he cannot be without 
56 no more than a Juminous body can be without 
igkt. 1/1 1 | | | 
> The Spirit on his part, whoſe eſſence conſiſts in 
having perpetually a lively conception of the Being, 
cannot Cxiſt (ry) without this. They _—_ be 

epa- 


- 


(9) 
ſeparated. (xv62ir) .one from the other, becauſe there 
is .nothing. between them , as there -is' nothing be- 
tween the Spirit and the Soul. . 5. He ſays, that 
that which is begotten, reſembles (5% ) its cauſe 
juſt as the Light reſembles the Sun. 6. He fays, 
that the Spirit is the Image (iawr, «tvacr) of the Be> 
ing, as the Soul is the Image of the Spirit. | 
St. Cyril of Alexandyis, 1n his Eighth Book againſt 
Julian, cites a paſlage of Porphy'p out of his Third 
Book of the Philoſophical Hiſtory, whence it appears 
That the P/atoniſfts diſputed among themſelves, whe- 
ther there could be more than three FHypoſtaſes in the 
Divinity ; Plato, ſaith Porphyry, has taught, that the 
Divine Eſſence may extend it ſelf even to three Hypoſta- 
ſes ; to wit, the Supream Divinity, or the good it ſelf : 
after it, the Creator, who is the ſecond ; and the Soul of 
the World, which is the third, &&c. But there are Men 
who pretend, that we muſt not reckon the very good, or 
good it ſelf, among the things which he has produced, and 
that being of a perfett ſimplicity, and incapable of as- 
cidents, he has communion with nothing : þ that it is 
by the Spirit that we muſt begin to reckon the Trinity 
ri Teal, CFC, £ | 
However, Porphyry's Maſter, whom we have al- 
ready cited, ſeems (4) to ſay, that there WE 
may be more than three Hypoftaſes , in 5 Forney 
theſe remarkable words : <8 


God has begotten an excellent Being, and has brought 
forth all things in him, This produttion has coft him no 
. pain, for pleaſing himſelf in what he begat, and finding 
his produttions good, he has retained them all in himſelf, 
tempering his brightneſs and theirs. Thoſe which have 
there remain'd being more excellent, there's only his only 
S”n (ms) Jupiter who has wone's without, by whom, 


A435 
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(10) 

4 by the ſupream Sou of the Divinity, and 49 in an Image, 

one may ſee what the Father is, and the Brethren which 

have remained in the Father, mes Ti milu. | | 
The Platoniſts likewiſe uſed, in ſpeaking of the U- 

nion which they conceiv'd to be between the different 


Orders of cticir Divinities, the Terms 'of i::gine, of 


different Eſſence, ant burtors, Co-eſſential. By the firſt, 
they denote the different [ſorts 'ot Beings, and by the 
ſecond, what is of the ſame kind. Here's a Proof 
taken out of Jamblichus, in his Book of the Myſteries 
of the Egyptians, SeF. 1. c<. xix. He ſpeaks of the 
manner after which the Superivur Gods are united to 
the Inferiour, according to the Platonic Philoſophy : 
The Divinities, ſays he, of theſecond Order, turning 
themſelves towards the firſt intellefFual Beings, ad the 
firſt giving to the ſecond, the ſame Eſſente, (5 ric io'as) 
and the ſame Power ; thu entertains their Union. What 
we call Union inthe things which are of different kinds, 
(imquorar) as the Soul and the Body, or whith are divers 
Species, (dyawndy) as material things ; 'or which ave 6- 
theywiſe divided, this Union, I ſay, happens to em from 
Fuperiour things, and deſtroys it ſelf at a'certain time. 
But the more we elevate our ſelves to ſuperiour things, 
and to the Identity '(mrulbnila) of the firſt' Beings, and in 
regard of the Species, and in regard of the Eſſence ; 
1; 
acknowledge the Union (irony) which is eternal, and the 
more we ſee what is the Union properly ſo called, and the 
Model whereon all the reſt have been form'd, and that it 
hath about it, and in it ſelf, the Diver ſit 'y (*mopTz) 
and the Multiplicity. 

Porphyry had ask'd, whether a kind of Being 
is form'd, (wnaineg) Mmixt with our Sonl and Di- 
vine Inſpiration, which made the Prophets 'able to 


(a)5e8.3.,21, foreſee the future, Famblichus (a) an. 
| E {wer'd, 


n we aſcend from the parts to the whole, the more we © 
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ſwer'd, 20 ; and gives this reaſon for it ;. which is, that 
when oe only thing is form'd of two, the'mhote is of one 
and the ſame Species, of the ſame Nature, and Coefſential, 
(iuaigtor) and that this does not happen in the caſe propo- 
fed by Porphyry. ] 
One may ſee hereby, | the Subtilty with which the 
Platonits handled thele Matters, and the Terms they 
uſed. But we ſhould take notice of two things, in 
eadeavouring to form to our felves an Idea of their 
Seatiments. The firſt, that we muſt not always ſup- 
poſe they had a clear and diſtiaQt knowledge of what 
they would ſay themſelves, and that-they faw all the 
conſequences of their Opinions: ,So thatit would be 
perhaps.a vain, -toi endeavour to: draw ' out of their 
Writings a clear Idea of their Sentiment, touching 
the three Principles of all chings, becauſe, perhaps 
they themſelves conceiv?d not clearly what they ſaid ; 
at leaſt; their: Style is. ſo; different on 1his Occaſion, 
from that which is obſervable in the Paflages of their 
Writings, wherein they ſpeak of things which they 
may:know, that it'is- apparent, they-' .contain'd not 
the ſubje& of the three Principles, like an infinite of 
others,which' they have known how to expreſs. in an 
even; clear, and clegant manner: ' The ſecond. thing 
we ſhould obſerve, 459 That in ſo difficult a matter, 
we mult content our: ſelves with whac they fay po» 
fitively, without attempting to draw-far-fetch*d 'Con- 
fequences from their Principles, which we cannor un: 
deritandbut by halts; otherwiſe we are in danger of 
attributiyz to chem, ſuch Notions as they never had: 
Neither muſtiwe endeavour to reconcile info abftraCt- 
' edaſubje, the contradiftions which feer:to appear 
im their, DoQtrin, nor conclude, that they could not 
mean things in ſuch a manner, becauſe then they mult 
comratift themſelves, It was che caſtor of theſe 
REIT C 2 Philc- 


—_ _ . - —— 
_ - —_ — —_ —— _ _ 
— On — — ——— I 


(12) 
Philoſophers to affeQ certain apparent Contradiaions, 
i uſing the ſame Terms in divers Senſes. Beſides, its 
obvious enough co imagine, that they may have ſome- 
times contradicted themſelves, on a ſubjeft whereof 
they had no diftinCt Idea. I 
Theſe two Remarks were neceſlary .to prevent the 
queſtions which might be offter'd on theſe matters, and 
to ſhew that in writing the Hiſtory of theſe:DoCtrins, 
one ſhould keep wholly ro Fatts, and: the Terms of 
the Authors we treat of. | | 
A ſecond Opinion of the Platon;ts,which has made a 
great noiſe in the World,is that ot the/Prz exittence of 
ps Souls,in' places above the.Moon, (6b) of the 
<ltanl * faults which they may have there commit- 
-_. ed; of their baniſhment from theſe happy 
Abodes, to come to inhabit in differently diſpoſed Bo- 
dies, according to the different merits of theſe Souls ; 
in fine, of their return into places :whence they :drew 
their Original. We ſhall not trouble our ſelves toex- 
plain this DaQtrin, becauſe it belongs:not to the Rela- 
tion in: hand, having only made mention of it, fora 
particular Reaſon which will appear 1n its Place. 
The Kings of Egypr and $yrrs, having carried the 
Sciences of the Greeks into Aſia, the Fews, who were 
in great numbers in theſe-two Kingdoms, and: who 
were oblig'd: to:converſe with them, learnt of thenr 
their Opinions; -and made no difficulty of embracing 
thoſe, which did not appear to *em contrary to their. 
Religion. Their Books containing nothing inconſiſtent 
with ſundry of the Platonic DcQtrins ; they believ'd: 
therefore, that theſe Dofrins might be true, and re- 
ceiv'd them ſa much the more eaſily, tn that they, 
thought, they might hereby defend their Religion a- 
Saint the P«gans,and make them relliſh it the better. 
Plato every where affirm'd the Unity of the —_ 
| | ing. 
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Being, yet. without denying that. thereare other Re- 
ings, which may be called Gods; 'to. wit, the Angels, 
which is-agreeable to the Expretiions of the Old Te- 
Rtament. And this is apparently one of the things 
which made the Jews better rellith the' Opinions of 
this' Philoſopher. | 1 1 4 b*yr93)do n22d 
. 'But we ſhould give ſome particular Proofs. af *thas:r 
The Author of the Book ot the Wiſdom of : Solomon, 
was' plainly of the; Opinion of the: Prz-exiftence of 
Souls, as it appears from theſe Words of - the viii C#, 
I'9, & 20 verſes, For I was a witty Child, aud had 4 
good Sparit. Tea, rather betng goody I came into 4\Body 
»ndefiled. The lame Author has aſed the\Word,: ai, 
Reaſo», in ſome places, where:Plato. would: have uſed 
it, were he to have ſaid the tame thing. Thus to the 
18 ch, 15, 16, v; in ſpeaking:of the Deliverer of the 
Iſs aelites, he ſays, Thy, .dlmigbty Reaſon deſceuded from 
Heaven, out: of-thy,Rayal Throne, : as 4 fierce Man of 
War into the mjdſtof. d/Laid ofi Deſtrudtton, and-broue bt 
thine unfeigned Cominanament,' 45 6 ſharp Sword, and 
ftanding up, filPdall things with Death ; and it touched 
the Heawn, but it ſtood upon the Earth. Inthe ix Ch.'s 
v, He ſays; that God: has made all things by his. Reaſon. 
It cannot, be alledg'd,:that he has been the only one of 
the Zews that has ſpoke _in_this mannes,' ſeeing that 
Philo, who'liv'd a little while after our:;Saviour,.is 
full of the like Expreflions, as ſeveral of the learned 
have oblery'd. . It's known that this Author: has fo 
well imitated Plata, that he hay been call'd rhe Fewiſb 
Plato. He'beliey/d that there was one\ only ſupream 
God, as-all the reſt of the Jews .do,. whom he calls, 
TO ON, . the: being through Excellency : | But he far- 
ther acknowledged a Divine Nature, which he calls + 
AOTOz, the Reaſon, as well as Plats; and another 
whom he calls likewiſe the. Soy! of the. World. His 
Tr ”.._ Os 
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Wri ave-ſo full of :theſe manners of ſpeaki 
chattees 115-n0 need of-offering Inftanoes,!- Te ing 

The Jerbs were of thete Opitiioas-when'gnr Suviour 
and his Apoſtles came into the World ; and this is per- 

haps the Reaſon: why we tind,: accordi ly as it has - 
been obſery'd by feveral learned Met, ſeveral Plato- 
nic [Phraſes in the/New Teſtarnon, ealelly in the 
Goſpel 6f St. Joby.” - i » 

I's well known, that Ameliss he? Platonic Philo- 
ſopher, having read the beginning of this Goſpel, re- 
marked; thar-rhis Apoſtle fpake like Plats.” In effe&, 
this- — might have ſaid, accordirig 't6 his 
Principles, 7 ht Reaſon was in the beginmin with God, 
and was'God : She tt 53 who hath made all th; invs; who is 
life, and thi light of Men, 8&c. We find ſeveral Paſſages 
in 'Phylo, like rochis. This Jewiſh Philoſopher calls 
Reaſon; the" Prieſt; the Mediator between God and 
Meny theelddſt Son of -Gvd, &e; Avhetein it is obſerva- 
ble; char-hemixes his' Jewiſh Notious, with the rtan- 
ners of ſpeaking. of of Plaro." Hens likewiſe vſed in 

. + One + the Term, Paraclere, GH Inter- 
p67 th :celſovr, in peaking of the Reaſon : Y? mas 
Genre Lat” weeefſary) fade, '#hat the Bligh Pyi refh w_) 

2 19 Sho offer Satrifices torhe port tht Worl 
ſhoald1 bes for Dterocſfors il hin of his Sons,"whoſe 
Verrae is tht" yoft per fetF,"for ro obtain the pardon of 
©' Sins, 'a*d tbucdint Graces.” He had faid, 
ns. in. 4 (b) þ\ that Moſes detiored by the Merre/ahd 
a 137; X47 ot the' Deſore;xhie fre Reaſon: 
i ru (Bf fe Priphes, fags he, calls elfewbere this 
Rock Munna; '# name #hhich ſig tifies the Same thing, tg 
mit, the Divine Reaſon, the mioff arcient of Bethgs. Onr 
Szyidur Chrift calls himfalf in St. Johh, Paractere, ch: 
Kiv 16. 'when he promiſes! his Apoftles t to fend them 
#>dther Purkclevt ; a that he is' me cart 
e-\1:..1 rea 


(15) 
Bread; in oppoſition to the»Mannay which.cqu'd be 
m9 - more 'than«a ſhadow: of-ir;*a0d Sr. Paul fays, 
Thar the-Stone of the Defert was Chrif, 1 Cor. 10. 4. 
Theſe. ways of.ſpeaking:whizhare found in'St. Fob, 
to:berhe true Bread, the 'trne Vine, and which denote, 
thathe ro: whom they are apphed, 1s abk to produce 
in mens Spirits as. muck efficacy, in another kind of 
things, a3 the Bread \and Wine produte in the” Bo- 
dy; theſe ways of fpeaking, 4/fay, "were particu- 
lar to the: Platoniſts, as has been obſerved” elle- 
where. LE) aac 
We might give ſeveral orher Examples of Plato- 
nic Phraſes, to be met wittrin the New'Teltament ; 
but it will: be ſufficient to remark here, that the A- 
poſtles apply: to our. Savior*Chriſt Paſſages of the 
Old Teſtament, which Phrls had applied to'the Rea- 
ſon, and that this - Jewiſh Philoſopher has giv'a to 
this'ſame-Reaſon moſt of the Titles whichithe Apo- 
les have giv'o co Jeſas'Cheift, 0 
. [The Paguns, who had. thenembrated the .Goſpel, 
and who:were:in|ſome meaſtre vert inthe Heathen 
Philoſophy , remarking this reſemblance of Terms, 
-perſwaded themſelves, that the Apoſtles beltev*d the 
ſamerbings/ ao reſpett of theſe matrers, as the Plato- 
nic Jews and*Paxgans. And This ſeems 'to'be* that 
-which drew ſeverat Philofophersof this Se&t intdthe 
'Chriſtian Religion; and giv*a ſuch a great eſteem 
-to the Primitive: Chriſtians, for P/zto + Fuſtin Martyr, | 
-irv his fit Apology, fays, -that (4) Feſus 51 0100 
Chriſt was known'in\pa#t'by Socrates j for! 297144. F4- 
rhe Reaſon\was and: is:ſbill the ſent; which OOO 
i 18'CVery 740, It FO ſpe*thar hits Foret0ld "the future 
by the Prophets, and 'who being\ become ſabje# tothe 
ſame Infirmities as we, his inſtructed mt by hey ſelf. He 
THAT WB+5rnnh ; 2. Ah "83; 
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', .. >; Jays moreover, (b) That the Opinions o 
Ms it E' Plato, are nat remote from thoſe of ooh 
__ ._ » 2 Chrift. And this has made likewiſe'St. Aa- 
ſtin to lay, That if the ancient: Platoniſts were ſuch as 
they were deſcribed, and were to riſe again, they would 
(c) De ver, [realy embrate Chriſt ianity, .in changing (c) 
Rel. c: 3., 1 1 Sore few Words and Opinions, which moſt 
Fi ©9-. of the late Platoniſts, and thoſe of | his 
mor time have done, paucys mutatis verbs. atg,, 
ſententiss, Chrjſtiani fierent, ſicut pleriq;, recentiorum, 
noſtrorumq; © pom Platonici fecerunt. Tertullian 
1\ -.ys7 © Aitnrms in his Apology, (a) that when 
ap nn the Chriſtians "ap Thar God has made the 
Univerſeby his Word, by his Reaſon, and by his Power, 
they ſpeak only after the ſage Heathens, who tell us, 
That God has made the World by his (x«y6;) Word or 
Reaſon. Clement Alexanarin has likewiſe belicv'd, 
that Plazo held the Dodtria of the bleiled Trinity. 
Origen againtt Celſz does not deny, but, that. Plato 
36) 28's tp#ke the truth,. in, ſpeaking of God, (5) 
276, &280. and of his Son; he only maintains, that 
he did not make ſuch a jult uſe as he 

ought of his Knowledge. He does not ſay, that the 
Foundation of the Chriſtian, DoQtrin: 15- cifterent in 
this from that of Plato, but that this Philoſopher had 
learat it: from the Jews. Conſtantin, in his harangue 
1 Cap, 1, 30 the Saints, (c) after having prais'd 
as Plato,in that he was the fir(t Philoſopher, 
who brought men to the contemplation of intelle- 
Auil things; thus goes on: He has ſpoken of « firſt 
"God, who is above all Eſſentes, wherein he has. done 
well. 'He. has likewiſe ſubmitted to him a Second, and 
has diftinguiſht two Eſſences in number,(ivo was nd agus 
Acre) the Perfeitron of the one being the ſame as that of 
the other , and the Eſſence of the ſecond God taking 


hts 
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his Exiftence from the firſl. For it is he who is the Au- 
thor, and the Direttor of all things being above all. He 
that is after him, having executed his Orders, attributes 
to him, as to the ſupream cauſe, the produttion of the 
Univerſe. There is then but one, to ſpeak properly, who 
gakes care and provides for all, to wit, the Reaſon, who 
is God, and who has ſet all things in their order. This 
Reaſon veing God, is likewiſe = Son of God ; for who 
can call him otherwiſe, without committing 4 great 
fault ? He that 5s the Father of all things, is juſtly 
ſaid to be the Father of his own proper Reaſon. H1- 
THERTO PLATO HAS SPOKE LIKE 
A WISE MAN, (wys uw 3s Tire Thadmy ow:gay iy ) 
but he has waried from the truth, in introducing a mul- 
tiplicity of Gods , and in giving 10 each of 'em his 
form. We might cite ſeveral other ſuch like Paſſa. 
ges,, Whercby one might ſee, that: ſeveral among 
the Fathers of the firſt three Centuries have believ'd, 
that the Opinion of Plato and that of the Apoſtles 

was the ſame. Wo 
If we conſider, that the Queſtion here is about 
things of which we have naturally no dee, and 
which is even incomprehenſible, ſuppoſing revela- 
tion ; and of which one can only ſpeak in metapho- 
rical and improper Language, it will then appear to 
us no wonder, if ſince the Apoſtles times,. there have 
aroſe ſeveral Opinions on this Subje&. Thus the 
Ebjonites are charged, to have denied the Pre-exi- 
ſtence of our Savior's Divinity, and to have held, 
that he was only a meer Man. Theſe Ebronrtes have 
remain'd a long time, ſeeing thar. not} only' Juſtin 
Martyr and St. Ireneas damention.yicm, but St. ,Fe- 
rom {cems to take notice, that they were. in his time. 
It's affirm'J, That Artemon, under the Emperor Sc- 
verus and Paulus Samoſatenns Biſhop of Antioch yn 
(SN ; Ws der 
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det the Emperor Aerelizs, maintain'd the fame Opi- 
nions. Ceriathws, on the contrary, held the Pra-ex- 
iſtence of the Reaſon, which he call'd the Chri/, and 
afſfirm'd, that ſhe had deſcended on Jeſus, in the 
form. of a Dove, whea he was Baptiz'd, and that ſhe 
aſcended upinto Heaven, when he was crucifi'd. It 
is indeed very difficult to affirm, that this was pre- 
ciſely the Opinions of theſe Hereticks , becauſe we 
have nothing remaining to us of them, and that we 
cannot fully truſt thoſe who ſpeak of **:m only with 
deteſtation, ſeeing it might ealily be, that their great 
Zeal has hindred them from well comprehending 
them. And this is a Remark which we muſt make 
in reſpeCt of all the ancient Hereticks, whoſe Opi- 
nions are denoted to us only from the Writings of 

their Adverſarics. | | 
About the middle of the third Century, Sabellins 
produced a new Opinion, which was condemned in 
Egypt, and afterwards every where. He was charg'd 
with (a) confounding the Hypoſtaſis , and 
Fx denying the Properties which diſtinguiſh 
ad.lib.;.c.g, the Father, the Son, and Holy Ghoſt, and 
pa4m4gn uy for having ſaia, that the Father is the ſame 
| "© as the Son. Whereas Platoand his fol. 
lowers reckoned three numerical Efſences. It ſeems, 
that Sabellizs wou'd acknowledge bur one, whom 
he calPd the Father, the Son, or Holy Spirit in di- 
vers regards. Ir's ſaid, that ſome others had main- 
tain'd the ſame thing before and after him, as Noe 
and Beryllus of Botſra. A | 
A while after Sebe/lizs, appear'd Paulus Samoſate- 
»us, . Biſhop of Amrioch, who was, as we have faid, 
of the Ebionzites Sentiment, in relation to our Savior's 
Divinity. Altho* the word 5wi9:9-had been uſed in 
the Placonic Pluloſophy, to fignifie what is " the 
me 


CF: 
Came kind, as has been obſerv'd already, and as may 
be ſeen in BulPs Defence. Nicens Council , Sed. 2. 
ch, 1. Yetthe Council which met at Awrioch, tocon- 
demn Paul! of Samoſatie , condern'd likewiſe this 
term, But it's hard to find in what ſenſe it was ta- 
ken,becauſle the Atts of this Council are loft, and we 
know nothing of them, but by what St. Arhanaſins 
and ſome others extreamly interefled to uphold this 
word, have faid in their Diſputes againſt the Ariens. 
If we believe them, the Fathers of the Council of 
Antioch ſaid, that the Father and the Son were not 
conſubſtantial, in the ſame ſenſe wherein we lay, that 
two pieces of Mony made of the fame Metal are cox- 
ſubſtantial, becaule that theſe pieces ſuppoſe a pre- 
exiſtent matter , of which they have been both 
form'd ; whereas the Father and the Son do not ſap- 
poſe the like ſubſtance. Paulus Somoſatemus (aid, 
that if the Son had not been made God, we muſt 
ſuppoſe, that he is of the ſame kind of eflence as thar 

the Father ; and that thus there muſt have been 
an anterior ſubſtance to the one and to the other, of 
which they muſt bave been form'd. St. Athanaſins 
aſſures us, (4) that the term of hamoauſios (2) Lndbh. de 
was condemn'd at Antioch, in as much 5$n. 4rim. &c. 
only as it might include the /dea of a Sow. 11. 
matter anterior to things which we call *9'9: *+ 
coefſentials | 

Theſe are the chief heretical Opinions, touching' 
_ the Divinity of Jeſus Chriſt, which appear'd before 
the Council of Nice. As for the Fathers, which are 
reſpected as Orthodox, they bave not varied from the 
Expreflions of the' P/stoniſts ;' and: as theſe have 
ſometimes ſaid, that the Reaſon is different from the 
Supream Being, and ſometimes, that they are both 
one : The Fathers have expreſt chemfelves in the 
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fame Terms. The Platonits have ſaid, That the 
Father could not-be without the Son, nor the Son 
without the: Father 3 as the Light could-not be with- 
out rhe Sun, nor the Sun' without Light ; and the Fa- 
thers have ſaid the fame thing. Both one and the 
other have acknowledged, that the Reaſon has exiſt- 
cd before the World, and that ſhe has produced it ; 
and as Plato ſpeaks in his Timers, and Plotines in 
his Enreades of the Generation of Reaſon; 'as if the 
good it {elit had produced ir, to create and-govern the 
World : So the Fathers have ſaid, that the Son hath 
proceeded in ſome manner from the Father, before 
the .Creation of the World, to 'manife{t himfelt to 
men by his ProduCtion, and that hence it is, that the-. 

Scripture calls him the Sz of God} and his Firſt born, 
Sometimes they ſay, there was a time in which 
the Son was not ; ſometimes, that he was from Ever- 
laſting as well as the Father ; ſometimes they affirm, 
they are equal ; and el{ewhere they ſay, the: Father 
1s greateſt, Some of *cm believe, that the Father 
and Son are two Hypoſtaſes, two'Natares, two Eſſences, 
as appears from ys Paſſage es, related by 
(a) Photius; others deny it. To bring 
(a) AT IrR ns Inſtances of all this, woods be too great A. 
Enlargement for this Place ; and there being enough 
to be ſeen in Balls Book, which we have already cited. 
— If it be demanded at preſent, what Idcas they fixt- 
to theſe Expreſſions, it cannot be afftirm'd that they 
have been clear : Firſt, becauſe whatever endeavours 
are uſed to underſtand what they fay, a man can get 
no diſtin& Notion thereof ; and ſecond!y,becauſe they 
acknowledge themſelves, that it is a thing incompre- 
henfible. All that can be done on this occaſion, 15s to 
relate the Terms which they have uſed, to. the end, 
that it may be ſeen, how they have heretofore ex- 
| prels'd 
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preſ?'d themſelves on this matter. However, learned 
Men have given themſelves a great deal of trouble to 
_ explain. the Paſſages of the Fathers, who liv'd before 
the Council of Nice, without conſidering, that all 
their Explications are fruitleſs, ſeeing the Fathers, in 
acknowledging that what they ſaid was incomprehen- 
ſible, acknowledged at the ſame time, that they fix'd 
no Idea on the Terms they uſed, unleſs ſuch as were 
general and confuſed, 

- Had the matter ſtaid here, there had never been 
ſuch great Diſputes on the Sentiments of the Ancients, 
touching this Myſtery, ſeeing the Diſpure doth not 
ſo much lie on the Terms they have uled, as the Ideas 
they have taltned-to them, which cannot be reduced 
to any thing thar is clear, Sometimes they ule Terms, 
which ſcem perteGly to agree with thoſe « hich have 
been uſcd: fince; but there is foun.| in ſome other 
places of their Works, Expreſſions which ſeem to 
overthrow. what they had faid, ſo that one cannot 
form-any Notion of whatthey thoupht. La#antins; 
for Example, anſwers thus to the Heathens, who 


ask2d the Chriſtians, how they ſaid they acknowledg-- 
ed but one God, ſceing they gave this Name to the 


Father, and to the Son ? (a). When we call 


the Father God, and the Son God, we do not (4) 7Hit.lib. 


4. £4Þ.29.Þigs 


ſay, that each of them is a different God; and 403.E4.0xo;. 


we do not ſeparate them; becauſe the Father 
cannot be without the Son, nor the Son ſeparated from the 
Father : He cannot be called Father, without his Son, 


nor the Son be begotten without his Father; Seeing then 


that the Father makes the Son, and that the Son is made; 
the one and the other has the ſame IntelletF, one only vpi- 
rit, and one only Subſkamce; UNA UT RIQUE 


MENS, UNUS SPIRITVUS, UNA SUB-. 


STANTIA. Theſe are Words which ſcem to be 


— —_ ———_—_— goon 


decilive z,. - 


— = 
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deciſive; and had Lattantins held to theſe Expreſſions, 
he had never been accuſed of Heterodoxy ; but if he 
be queſtion'd what. he means by the Word Una, 
whether it- be a Vumerical Unity, or an Unity of 
Conſent and Reſemblance, he will appear determin'd 
TO STI... this latter. Senſe : (4a) When any one, 

" ſays he, has a Son whom he atarly loves, 
and who dwells in the Houſe, and under the governing 
Power of his Father, although the Father grants him 
the Name and Authority of « Maſter ; yet in the Terms 
of Civilians, here is bat one Houſe and one Mafter. So 
this World is but one Houſe belonging to God, and the 
Son and the Father who inhabit the World, and who are 
of one Mind, (Unanimes) are one only God, the oxe 
being as the two, aud the two as the one. And this ought 
not to appear ſtrange, ſeeing the Son 1s in the Father, be- 
cauſe the Father loveth the Son, and the Father is in the 
Sop, by reaſon of his faithful Reſignation to his Fathers 
Will ; and-that he does wothing, nar ever did do any 
thing, unleſs what the Father has will'd, or commanded 
him. We may read farther, the vi. Ch. of the iv. 
Book, which begins thus : God who has concesv'd and 
produced all Things, before he began this curious work of 
the World, begat a Spirit Holy and Incorruptitle, thet 
he might call him his Son. Although he has produced 
infinite others, whom we call Angels, for his Miniſtry, 
yet has he vouchſafed to give the Name of Son to bis only 
 #irſt-born, whois cloathed with the Vertue and Majeſty 
of his Father. That which is particular 1n this, is, 
that though La#antius ſays, that the Son 1s Co-cter- 


nal with the Father, yet he lays, there was a time' 


= when he was not. (a) Sicut mater fine 
(2, T,2.6:.9: exemplo geuuit auitorem ſuum ; ſic incffa- 
in E-Benuie biliter Pater genuiſſe credendus eſt Co eter- 
zum. De Matre natus ef qui ante jam fuit ; de Patre 
" 


— 
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qui aliquando non fuit. Hos fides credat, intelligentia 
non requirat, ne aut non inventum puter incredebile, aut 
repertnm non credat ſingulare. It's true, this Paſſage 
is not to be found ia fome Manuſcripts, and that ſe- 
veral learned men have fancied, that fome fly Here- 
tick has corrupted Lad#artivs Works : but in other 
places, wherein all the Manuſcripts do agree, LetFax- 
tis expreſſes himſelf after the ſame manger ; and it 
may be replied with as much likelihood, that it has 
been the Orthodox Reviſors who have cut off what 
they coun 9a not fit to be made publick. Let#antivs 
has been long ſince charg'd with Heterodoxy ; but 
in this reſpeC&t, he has been no more faulty than other 
Fathers, who liv'd before the Council of Vice, whoſe 
Expreſſions are as different as thoſe of the Plaronifts, 
12 matrer of the Trinity. And this has made Father 
Peteau and Mr. Huer, to charge them with favoring 
the 4rian Sentiments, whilſt other learned Men have 
maintain'd, that they have been far from them. Each 
of them cites his Paſſages, which examin*'d a-part, 
ſeem to decide for him : But when one comes to com- 
pare theſe Paſſages with one another; it cannot be 
comprehended how the ſame Perſons could ſpeak fo 
differently. In this Compariſon, their Exprefhons are 
found ſo obſcure, .and fo full of apparenc ContradiQi- 
ons, Or real ones, that a man+ feels himſelf oblig?d 
to believe, That the Fathers had: done a great deal 
better ia keeping themſelves to the Terms of the 
Apoſtles, and to have acknowledged, that they un«. 
derſtood them not, than to throw themſelves into 
ſuch Labyriaths, by endeavouring to explain them. 

To ſhew farther, that the Expreſſions of the Fa- 
thers are only fit to produce confuſed Notions, and 
ſuch as are contrary to thoſe, which all Chriſtians at 


this day hold ; we need only read Tertallian, who 
| pe having, 
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having ſaid in his Apology, Ch. xxi. Thar the Nature 
of Reaſon is ſpiritual ; adds, Hunc ex Deo prolatum 
didicimus, & prolatione Generatum, & idcirco Filium, 
& Deum aittum ex unitate ſubſtantie, nam & Dew 
Spiritus eſt : But what means Prolatum genitus? The 
Terms of Unity of Subſtance, may ſignitie, not only 
of the ſame Subſtance i N«mber, but moreover, of 
a like Subſtance, that is to ſay, ſpiritual and equally 

rfeAt : And what he adds, ſeems to favour this 
aſt ſenſe; Eriam cum radins ex ſole porrigitur, portio 
ex ſumma, ſed Sol erit in radio, quia Solis eft radins ; 
nec ſeparatur ſubſtantia, ſed extenditur. The ſubſtance 
of a Ray, afrer what manner ſoever we conceive it, 
is not the ſame i» Number as that of the Sun; and 
Tertullian ſays, that it is the ſame of the Son. Tre 
de Spiritu Spiritus, & de Deo Deus ; Thus a Spirit is 
born of a Spirit, and a GoJ of a God. Us Lumen de 
Iumine accenditur, manet integra, & indefetta materie 
matrix, etſi plures inde traduces qualitatum mutueris ; 
as when we light one Torch by another, the Light 
which has lighted the other, remains entire and with- 
out being waſted, although we lignt ſeveral Torches, 
who have the ſame qualities. Ie & quod de Deo pro- 
feittum eſt, Deus eſt, & Dei filius & unus ambo, Ita 
de Spiritu Spiritus, & de Deo Deus modulo alternum 
numerum pradu, non ſtatu fecit, & a matrice non - 
receſſit, ſed exceſſit : So what proceeds from God is 
God, anJ Son of God, and both are but one; ſo 
the Spirit which 1s born of a Spirit, and the God 
who 15 born of a God, - makes two in reſpe& of 
Degree, but not in reſpe& of his State; he has 
not been ſeparated from the Womb, or from his 
Original, but is gone out of it. | 


Theſe 
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Theſe Words of Tertullian, do not appear at firſt 
ſight, agreeable [with 4ris's Opinion ;; but/at moſt, 
they; contain nothing that, is clear; for one might 
have.demanded of Tertu{liav, whether, by this Pro-/ 
lation, he ſpeaks of, the Realon has, exiſted as Light 
from a Torch,lighted by another Torch exiſts,as ſoon 
as it is lighted ? Should he allow it, he might have 
been, tolg, that to ſpeak ſtrictly, there: muſt then 
have been two Gods, ſeeing that, | in fine, two Spi- 
rits, though exactly equal, and ſtrictly united, are 
two Spirits. It this be fo, the ſecond Spirit being, 
not form'd of the ſame numerical Subltance, as thar 
of. the firſt, one might Jay with, | Arizs,. that he has 
been extracted. from nothing ; and (there. would be in; 
this regard, , oothing, but a Diſpute about Wojds, 
berween Arius and:Tertulliav. But. if it beanſwer'd 
for Tertu/lian, that, his compariſon is. not. good, it 
will be ask'J, why he made uſe of a compariſon which 
may lead into, Errour, eſpecially haying, laid. before, 
that he, was of , Plare*s opinion. touching, the-Realon ? 
If he meant, that the Father | has-produced in his 
proper Subſtance, without multiplying .ir, 4 Mou; fee 
cation, in-reſpe& of which, one may call the Subs 
ſtance of the Father, 299 ; why does he ſay, Spiritus 
ex Spiritu,ex Deo, Deus © For , to ſpeak-prope;ly,.the 
Either has produced neither.a ;Spixit, nor; a.Godzi,þuk 
a new .manner, of being in his proper Subltange. ,! ..;. 
©. It is: farther. to; be ,obſerved, that this, Compari- 
ſon is not of , Tertu{lzzy alone, but of Juſtin, Martyr, 
and, 2, great, number [of Fathers, beſides, , before and 
after-phe,Council of Nice. ; and4hai, here, 4s-no-Paſh 
{ſage which appears of greater force; than-chats yet 
the Equivocauop of it is apparent. , «yh gh [1 
The Fathers have, likewiſe. uſed the Term Hypo 
Feaſts], as well as:the. Plaromſts, in two-leakes zJome: 

- 6d . 


times 
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times for the Exiſtence taken in an abſtracted man. 
ner, and fometimes for the thing it ſelf, which exiſts. 
The Equivocartion of this Term, and that of the 
Words, One and Many, which, as has been ſhew'd, 
are taken ſometimes from the Unity, and the Plu- 
rality Specificaly, and ſometimes from the Unity and 
Plurality Numericals, have caus'd great Controver- 
fies among the Fathers, as divers learned Men have 

' (a) obſery'd. But it is fit we ſhould 
£) 1.2299 take notice of one thing, which is, that 
Rartins, &. Bull who has wricProlixly on this matter, 
has not a word of the Numerical and 
Specific Unity ; without which, a man cannot ' com- 
prehend what the Fathers mean, nor draw any Con- 
cluſions from them againſt che Hereticks, Yer 
when they ſay there arc rbree Hypoſtaſes, or three 
Eſſences, or three Natures, he conflorehs takes it as 
if they ſaid, there are three Modifications in one 
only Numerical Eflence. He ſuppoſes, that the #7. 
Eſſezce,' and wwe Nature, fignifie manners of exiſt. 
ing of one Numerical Effence , only becauſe that 
without this , ' thoſe who have thus ſpoken of ir, 
would not have been Orthodox, or of the Opinion at 
preſent receiv'd, which the Council muſt have ap- 
prov'd of, ſeeing otherwiſe ic would not have beea 
adtmitred as it is.. He ſuppoſes on the contrary, for 
the ſame'Reaſons, that-when the Farhers deny there 
are: three Fypeſtaſes, they do nor barely mean, that 
there are not three Efſences of different kinds, bur 
chat there are not threein number. But others will 
deny there is any place, where the Words Nature 
and Efſemce can-be taken for what we at this day 
call Perſonality, which is to ſay, for a Modification ; 
and that it appears from the Paſſages which he cites, 
that the Fathers held the Namerical Unity. 


And 
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And this 'was the 'condition''of the Chriſtian 
Church, when the quarrels of Aries diſturb'd it ; 
Whence may be {een, that it was no hard. matter for 
the two Parties to cite Authorities of 'the Ancents, 
whoſe Equivocal Expreſſions might be interpreted 
in divers Senſes. The Obſcuriy of che mbje&, the 
vain Subtilty of humane Underſtanding , \which 
would know every thing, the Defire of appearing 
able, and the Paſſion which mingles it (elf in all Dw- 
ſputes, gave Birth ro theſe Conmroverſies, which for 
a long time tore Chriſtianity into pieces, , _ ; +: 

Arius being a Prieſt of A/exazdria, 'about the year 
2+ 8, undertook, as it ſeems, to expliia;more clearly, 
the DcArin of the Divinity of Jeſus Chrift, which 
had been till that time taught inthe Chriſtian Church, 
under the Veil of thoſe Terms which we have'recit- 
ed. Hefaid, that to beger in this Subjeft, was no- 
thing elſe bur to produce ; whence he concluded, that 
the Divinity of Jeſus Chriſt had been extrafted out 
of nothing by the Father, Here's how he expreſſes 
himſelf, ina Letter which he wrote to £»/ebius Biſhop 
of Nicomedia: We make Profeſſion to (a > 
believe, that the Son is not mithoat Genera- (9 he vp 


picren, (b) and was ini goodefttern with (6) Spam, 2h, 
his Biſhop dexander ; but (peaking free |- : 
Y. | 

lere {)) Biſhop in Thebaids,” who had' GE; "20 
caus'da Schifm 'm Epypr, Pha Mer. LAN, 
eaig 2 


not 
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not mich vary from-the common Opinions, only be- 
cauſe he would... not receive; into Communion the 
Priefts who had-falln inthe Driocle fan Perſecution, 
bar after a lang Pennance, and would haye them tor 
ever depriv'd of their Office. - ,_ 

One ay ſay, the Hiſtory of, this io Se. "Epiphanins, 
whb accuſes him for having an atxeed Deyorion, and 
taking up a particular way. of living, to make himſclt 
admired by the _"_—_ _w had Over ano- 
| ther: Enemy; named Alexander, ,and Sir- 
al _ named (4) Baucalss, who. was alſo anal. 
1:57 5 2 Jociate Prieſt with him:; , He joyned-him- 
ſelf to Melece, to complain, to the. Biſhop. of dlexan- 
arge, that Arius lowed a new: Pottrin touching the 
.Divinity of que Saviour Chcilt. He could the better 

ſpread, his Opinions, in, that, | having - a particular 
Church at -4lexandriq,. commited. to hts Care, He 
: preach'd. ther what he thought fir... (4) 

ot 27th. Le drew foch ber, of 
| e dre's {uch- a great number. 0 People 

.._-., «,/1nt@, his Opinions! that there were 700 

Refigiqus Voreries, who had embr 2ced them, and £0n- 
ſequently, (.a greater\ nmynber. among . the ordjnary 
People. Ics.laid, that he was a man of large ne 
' of a ſevere.Countenance,, yok, of a very Rgrecaals 
Converlations,\\., 3s \1o; , 

WS \ (Aexanags tought, that: Ma. matter "herein" 6 
mighs eaſily eq Ws. ic.were.belt-ro.{er ay: _ 
i\Parnes.cxplain 4 emlelves,-.i9.the end, it Ingbe, ap- 
Rear, that he had accorded them more by Þ ertwaſion 
than Force, Pete js the.,two Parties tO.2 A 
Fertfice, in,demagdi chem, cl a gion /Nol 
Paſſage of Wy ig1the; Þr 

.of his Ghurch j. but acither ooc nor, ;5 the Cle 
Parties would}: yield, eg endeayouring Rs 
"Ariur his Adyeniactpompunained, chat the Sox is of 
204 W the 
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the'ſame effence” (uriony). as the:Father, and: that: he 
is eternal» as :he-is!;-and Aris. pretended that che 
ation :cenoted a: beginning. [There was ano- 
ther meeting called, as fruileſs as the firſt, in reſpect 
ofithe diſpute ; but by which it- ſeems Alexander, 
-w ho:had before.nort any preciſe:determined ſentiment 
on'this matter; was induced :to: embracethe opinion 
of Arizs his adverſaries. ' He afterwards'comminded 
this Prieft ro believe theſame thing (iwle; penis iniatunn) 

and toabandon the oppolice opinion: _. * 
- Bur ir beiny:ſeldom- known that Men yield obedi- 
ence to':theſe kind. of Injunttions, Aris remained 
Rill: jn che: fame opinion, as: well -as ſeveral other 
Biſhops: and Ecclefiaſtics who had approved of ir. 
Alexander angry at his not being obey'd, excommu- 
nicated him, - with all choſe of his party, and oblig®d 
him to , depart out: of | Alexanarie.. There were a- 
mong others, ve. Prieſts of his City, .and'as many 
Deacons: of..the ſame Church, beſides :fome Biſhops 
of Egypt,'.as: Setonars and: Theonas, Fo them were 
joyned_.a \great- number” of People, 'fome of: which 
didanefte&t approve the Joftrin of Ari; and: others 
thoughr.that he had been condemned with too high 
ian! hand, | without: entring ' 4nto 'the diſeuſfon 
of the controverſy. After :this ſeverity; ' the two 
Pardi&s iendeavoured:to make/rheiropigions:and ton- 
dutbbq approved (by; Leaters which they ſent every 
awherd. :;/Tbey expoſed3.cor onty\ah6irtacalons, but 
endeavoured-torendes} odidus: theioppolite Party, by 
the conſequencesthepidrew from I and 
40/atcriburing ©to- them {trabge;expreſiivns,-. Some 
BifhoÞþs;! as«faſthias of. \Nichmexiz;!exhorted! Alex: 
-ander to weconGtile: bimdelt nvitho Gb a5i>1atid} orhers 
approv8his:Gondutt;:iand! adviſed: himinod: ro re 
ccive hum iato commutyan till che-ratrafted. 1The 
WW 2:28 | letters 
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letters of Alexzzdry iand: Ayius areitoo confiderable to 
be difregatded zi Herev chen che ſum of them: :: - -: 

Artss wrote © (4) Enſthias of *Nicomedis, toen- 
(00th * treat his ProceCtion againſt Alexander 
in we "Ax © who had excommunicated him and dri- 
& 7headalib. ©. yen-him cut.of Alexanariz, becaule' he 
C5 * cauld»not grant him; that the Father 
& and the-Son'are-cocternal; that the Son coexiits 
& with the Father without generation, having been 
« always begotren, and not begotten at the {ame 
*© time, withour letting it be imagined that the Fa- 
& ther bas exilted ſo much as one moment before 
* the Son. He added, that Exſebies Bilbop of Ce- 
ſarea, Theodotus of Lavdicea, Paulinas of Tyre, A- 
thanaſias of Anazarba, Gregory of Beryta, and Atins 
of Lyaia, condemning the fenrtiments of A/exanatr, 
had been likewiſe truck with an Anarhema, as well 
as all the ceaitern People who were of the lame opi- 
nions, except - Philogonras ' Biſhop of Amizch, , Hel 
lanicus of Tripoly, and \ Macarias of Jeruſalem, one 
of which ſaid that the Son'*© was an Erudlationy: the 
« other a. Projed#/on, and the other: that he was noc 
« begotten, no more. than the Father. Tochss 4- 
* zius added the explanation of his opinion, which 
© wehave already related. 3 
. The Biſhop{a) of Netomedia having receiv'd this 
) 51m, Lenter call'd- a Synod. of his province 
As -o** of Byehinia, which wrote circular Letters 
| to. all the Eaftern Biſhops'co mduce:thern 
to receive £ar5us into communion; ;avmamainng the 
cruth, and to engege Aleannder ro: do as: muth;::We , 
have ſtHl a Letter of Exfebius w.Pazfinus Biſhop of 
Tyre, wherein ke not'only entreats Pavlrms m0 1oter- 
ceed for Arms ; but whevein he expoles. and defends 
his ſentiments with great clearnefs. He fays he: has 


never 
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never heard there wete two Beings mithout' Generation , 
wor that the one bas been —_ eo, = that this 
nole Being bad begotten another," not of his Subſtance, 
js perfectly ma PI of 4 ; 9rd ET 
«nd Power; That not only we cannot expreſs byWords the 
bezinning of the Son, but that it is eveh incomprehenſible 
to thoſe intelletFual Beings, which are above men, as well 
45 to. 3,  Toproveths,.he cites the Sth of the Proverbs, 
God rhe Lord poſſelyd me in»the beginning of his 
Ways, betore his Works of old, I was fet up from 
Evzclaiting,and he has begotre1 me before the Moun- 
tatns were brought forth, He ſays, that we maſt wot 
ſearch into the Term of Begetting any other Signification 
than that 'of Producing, becauſe the Scripture does not 
only uſe it in. Reference to the Song but moreover, in 
ſpeaking of Creatures ; as when God ſays, I have be- 
gotten Childrzn; and I' have brought them vp; bur 
they have rebelled againſt me. Ko Bo 
Bat theſe Letters not haviag had the Succeſs which 
Arius expeed, he ſent to get leave of Paulinus, of 
Evufebius, and Patrophilus Biſhop of Stythopolts, to 
gather thoſe who were of his Opinion intoa Church, 
and to exerciſe among them the Office of a Prieſt, 
as he was want to do before, and as was done at 
Alexandris. Theſe Biſhopshaving Convocated the 
other Biſhops of Paleſtine, granted him what he de- 
manded, bur ordered him however to remain fubje&t 
to Alexander, and to omit nothing to obtain Com- 
munion with him. 4 | 
, There 1s extanta; Letter of. Frizs, directed to this 
Biſhop, 4(s) and written from \Vicodems, 
which containsa Confeſſion of Faith, ac- a -_ 
cording to the DoQrin which Arias af- 
firm'd that Alexexder himſelf had taught him; where- 
in, after having denoted his Belief touching the Fa- 
To | ther 
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ther, «which itinochudes nothing: Heterodox ; he adds, 
That. hie-hath begor ten:his onty Son before the times Erer- 
nal; \thut it is hy him, that he hes made the World; that 
he has begotten him, not only.an. Appearance, but in Re 
ality ; that this Sou ſubſifts by. bis own Wilt ; that he 
is unmoveable ; that-he ts a:Creatureof God that is per- 
'fet, and-not as other.Creatures.z that be is a Produttion, 
but not as other Productions j\.nor as Valentinian ſard, 
4 Projection of: the. Fatber,;;1 10x as Manes afjirm'd, 4 
Conlubſtantial Part of rhe Father ; nor as Sabellius 
called him, 4a _— —— (viaarerg) ons —_—_— 

ake, a Lamp lighted by a Lamp, or. a {orch divided 
ns two.;: That ard not exiſt before he mas begotten. 
«nd became..a.. Sou ;' that there 'are' three 'Hypoltaſes 
(that is.to ſay; different Subſtances) the Father, the Son, 
and the Hyly Spirit; and that the Father is before the 
»Son, although the Son was created. before all Ages. Arius 
«das, That Alexander had: ſeveral times preach'd this 
Do#rin in the Church, andirefuted: thyfe' mho. did (ot 
recezve. it. '\, This Letter is Sign'd by ſix Preefts, ſeven 
Deacons, and' three Biſbops,: Secondus. of Penta polis, 
Theonas of, Lybia, and Piſtus whom the Arian Biſhops 
had:Eftabliſht gt Alexandria, Fans! 3X « 6 
| Alla, Alcxander.#«) wrote on his ſide 'cirtuler 
po. c: 6.1 Letter 8, whendin he ſbar ply.ceuſures Euſebius 
of Nitomedia, 4». thar. he proteted Arius, 

and recomended. him. to: others. He' joyns 'to. this the 
{Names of thoſe who had been Excommunicated, and ex- 
plains their Doftrin , wherein he contents not himſelf 
10 fet down what we have ſeen un; Arips Lerers, routhing 
the bezinning which heratts itures ito the Son,; he ſays 
moreover that this Prieſt: maintaind) that the Son ts one 
of the Creatures, that we cannot call hinrthe Reafon and 
W1{dom- of the Father. but tmproperdy, ſeeing.that he hims- 
[elf has been produced by the Risſom avid Wiſdom of Gods 


that 
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that he is ſubject to change, as other intelligent creatures ; 
that he is of another Eſſence than God ; that the Father 
5s incomprehenſible to him, and that he knows not himſelf 
what is his proper ſubſtance ; that he has been made for 
our ſakes, to "any: od as an Inſtrument in creating us, 
and that without this, God had never begotten him. Alex- 
ander adds, That having aſſembled near an hundred 
Biſhops of Egypt and Lybia, they had Excommunicated 
Arius and his Follower, by reaſon of his Opinions." He 
afterwards comes to prove his, and ſhews firſt, The 
Eternity of the Son by this Paſſage of St. John, Ia the 
Beginning was the Reaſon. 2. hat he camnot be reckoned 
among the Creatures ; becanſe the Father ſays of him in 
the 45. Pſ. My heart has uttered (eru#gvit) a good 
Word. 3. That he is not unlike the Eſſence of the Fa- 
ther, of nhich he is the perfet# Image, and the Splendor, 
and of whom he ſays, He that bas ſeen me, has ſeen 
the Father. 4+» That we cannot Fs there was a time 
in which he was not, ſeeing that he is the Reaſon, and 
the Wiſdom of the Father ; and that it will be abſard to 
ſay, there was a time in which the Father was without 
Reaſon and Wiſdom. 5. That he is not ſubjett to change; 
becauſe the Scripture ſays, He is the ſame yeſterday 
and to day. 6. That he was not made becauſe of 
us, ſeeing St. Paul {9% that it is becauſe of him, and 
by him that all things are. | 7. That the Father is 
not incomprehenſible to the Son, ſeeing he ſays, As the 

Father knows me, ſo I know the Father. | 
This Letter wherein Euſebius of Nicomedia is ex- 
treamly ill treated, ſhockt this Biſhop to the utmoſt 
Point, and having great acceſs to.the Court, becauſe 
Conſtantine made then his = at Nicomedia, this 
occaſion'd divers Biſhops ro be at his Devotion ; bur 
he could not engage Alexander to forget what had 
paſt, to ſpeak no more of this Controverſie, and ro 
ES. obs 10 receive 
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receive Mins 10t0 Communion. The quaryels eyery 
day grew hotter, and the People were ſeen to range 
themielves, ſome raking Arins fide, others Alex-: 
axders ; and the Comediens being Gentiles , this gave 
them occafion to make a Sport of Chriſtian Religion. 
on their Theaters. 

Each ſide treated one another with the odious. 
Name of Heretick, and endeavour'd to ſhew, -thas 
the Sentiments of the oppofire Party overthrew the 
Chriſtian Religion ; but ir appears, that neither the 
one, nor the other Party, could yet perſwade the 
Emperor, ſecing he wrote to Alexander and to Arius, 
a long Letter, of which Hoſius Biſhop of Cordovia 
was the bearer, wherein he equaily chides them : He 

MAS ſays, he found that the Controyerfie (a) 
4 had begun in this manner ; That Alex- 
Cit. exp, Ot _ —_— demanded of each ed his 

 » 2» Priefts, what they thought of a age 
eh, wn Scripture, or ' Fa a 41 ial! fore of 
DOuelion ? (nignvG mami Wnnpel®) Arins inconſide- 
rately an{wer*d: what he ſhould have thought, or ra» 
ther conceal'd, if he had thought it, © That from: 
« thence had come his Excommunication, and the 
« Diviſion of the People. And therefore, he cx- 
«< -horted them to a mutual pardpning of. one ano» 
« ther, and to receive his Opinion, which was, That- 
< it had been better not to haye troubled the Eccle- 
« fiaſticks with this Queſtion ; and that thoſe who- 
« were ask'd it, ſhould have held their Tongues, be- 
* cauſe the matter concern'd what was equally in-- 
« comprehenſible ro both Parties, and which {erv'd 
* only to ratſe Diſturbances among the Peaple. He 
« could not conceive, how for a Queſtion of very 
« fmall Importance, and in which, it they well un- 
< deritood one another, they would find they 
« agreed 
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« agreed inthe main, they ſhould make ſuch a buſtle, 
« and divide themſelves in ſo ſcandalous'a manner. 
1 do not ſay this, adds he, as if 1 would conſtrain you 
£0 think rhe ſame thing ow « moſt vain Queſtion, or how- 
ever you will pleaſe to call tr. For one may without diſþo- 
the Aſſembly, and without breaking the Com- 
munion, be in different Semtiments in ſuch inconfiderable 
things. We have not all the ſame Wills in all things, 
neither are we all of us of the ſame temper of Body and 
Humors. The Emperors Letter, ſays Socrates, gave 
them admirable Hdvice, and full of Wiſdow ; but the 
Miſchief was grown too great, and neither the Emperors 
Endeavour, nor his Authority, who brought the Letter 
to Alexandria, could appeaſe it. Alexander had taken 
care to write every where, to hinder the ſpreading 
of Arins his Opinions. We have till a long Letter 
which he wrote to the Biſhop of Conftantinople , 
wherein he vehemently inveighs againſt the A4+54u 
FaQtion, and endeavours to render it odious; in ſay- 
ing, Thar Arins muintain'd, that the Sow was of 4 
Natare capable of evil as well as of good, althoagh 4: 
attnally remain'd without ſin, and that it was for this, 
that God had choſen him for his eldeft Son. File proves 
rhe Eternity of the Son, and that the was not extratted 
from nothing, becauſe he was in the berinning, and that 
all things have been made by him. Tet he holds, that 
the Son has been begotten, and that only the Father is - 
without Generation, althourh that the Subfiſtence, or 
Subſtance of the Son, (wbrome) be incomprehenſible to 
the Angels themſelves, and that there is none but melan- 
holy Perſons who can think of comprehending it. He 
efterwuards ſhews, that the manner after which Jeſus 
Chrift is the Son of God, is tmfinttely more excellent 
than the manxtr after which Mex are, ſeeing he «5 ſo by 
his Nature, we only by Adoption, He accuſes Arivs 
| P 2 with 
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with following the Doria of Ebion 'and Artemay, 
.and for having imitated Paul of Szmoſatia, Bilhop of 
Antioch, whole Dottrinhad beenembraced by Lucier, 

(Martyr) who by reaſon of this, had ſeparated him+ 
ſelf from the Communion. of three following Biſhops 
of this City, He joyns to him three Biſhops of Syria, 

who ſeem to have been, Paulinus, Euſebius, and T heo- 
dotzs, and reproaches them with uling Paſllages, 
which rclate ro. the Humiliation of Chriſt, to at- 
tack his Divinicy, and to have forgotten thoſe which 
ſpeak of the Glory of his Nature, ſuch as this is; 
The Father and I are one; which the Lord ſays, adcs he, 
not to denote that he is the Father, nor to ſay, that tws 
Natures, in reſpett of the manner of exiſting, (Ti vxv5a 
I, q-0:) arebut one ; but becauſe the Son is of a Nature, 
which exatty keeps the Paternal Reſemblance, being by 
his Nature like to him in all things, the unchangeab/e 
Image of his Father, and a Copy of this Original, He 
afterwards defends himſelf largely get the Conſequence 
which Arius drew from his Adverſaries Sentiments, 
which conſiſted in accuſing them, for denying the Gene. 
ration of the Son, in making him Eternal. He affirm'd, 
That there is an infinite difference between the Creation, 
of the World, and the Generation of the Son, although 
this laſt be wholly incomprehenſible, and that he cannot 

explain it. | 

In the mean time, the Diviſion increaſed ſo greatly 
among the People, that in ſome places, it came to a 
Sedition, wherein the very Statues (a) of 
(4) Euſeb. d« the Emperor were thrown down, who 
vit, Conf, lib, , ; p 
3. 6 4 appear'd to favour the Arians, becaule he 
would have *'em tolerated. There was 
moreover, the Controverſie about Eaſter, the one de- 
nying that it ſhould be celebrated ar the ſame time 
as the Jewiſh, and the others affirming it ; _ 
this 
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this conteſt, had-not produced a Schilm, as Arianiſm 
had done. 

Conſtantin (eeing that theſe Letters had been fruit- 
leſs, thought there was no better way to alla 
theſe controverſies, than to call a Council, from al 
Parts of the Roman Empire. It was perhaps Hoſius 
who gave him this advice, at leaſt if we may be- 
lieve Philoſtorgus, (a) the Biſhop of Alexandria be- 
ing gone to Nicomeaia, there 'allembled )lib.1.c 
{ome Biſhops of his opinion, with whom ONIRSY 
Hoſins and he conſults, to find out means to ſet up 
their opinion and to make that of Arius condem- 
ned ; anda little while after the Emperor calld a 
Council at YNzce, a Town of Bithynia, (b) This 
was in the year 325, and to theend that 
nothing might hinder the Biſhops from ;, (9 _ 
coming, Conſtantin took on himſclf the 1is. 3. c. 6: 
charges of their journey. The Hiltori 
ans are not agreed in reterence to the number of e*m, 
ſome ſetting down more than 3oo (c) and others 
leſs, We muſt not wonder at this diver: (c) Euſtarki- 
ſity, ſeeing there are few paſſages in Ee- ,, of Antioch 
cle(iaſtical Hiſtory, wherein appears more /a1s there were 
confuſion and negle<t than in the Hiſto- ago pads 
ry of this famous Council. And there 3-0 Ser. 11. 
fore have we been obliged to extract 9: Euſtis 

: ] 50 vit.Conft. 
what we are going to ſay, out of divers jis. 4. c. 9. 5. 
Hiſtorians, nw none of the Ancients —_— 
has been compleat in his relations. As to **” 
the diverſity obſervable among the Hiſtorians on the 
ſame fats, we have followed either the moſt anci- 
ent, or thoſe which have appeared moſt probable. 
Euſ:bius who was preſent at the Council, has palt 
very lightly over the Circumltances of this Hiſtory 
apparently, leſt he ſhould either offend the Ariars, a: 

the 
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the Orthodox. This affair has never been fince diſ- 
courſed of with an entire diſintereſt, reports having 
been often related as certain fats. In a word, there 
has never any thing hapned, whereunto one may 
apply with more reaſon theſe words of T zzrews : 
Maxima queque ambigues ſunt, Aum alij quoguomodo 
uvdita pro compertis habent, alij vera in contrariun 
Yerinwt, et gliſcit mtrumque poſteritati, Enſebins 
vaunts very much of the Biſhops which were here, 
but Sabinus (a) a Macedoniati Biſhop of Heraclea a 
Town of Thrace, treats then as Ignora- 
; © $9. mulles ih his colle&ioh of Councils. There 
was likewiſe a great number of Prielts 
and Deacons, who came in Company with the 
Biſhops. 

The, Council opened the 14th. of Jane, and there- 
in were regulated ſeveral things, which we ſhall not 
here take notice of, —_— only to remark whar 
paſt ih relationtothe principal queſtion therein deci- 
ded, to wit Arianiſm. Aiſſooh as ever the Biſhops 
were arrived, they made particular Aſſemblies with- 
out diſcountenance, and ſetit for Arins («s) to them 
Lo. inform themſelves of his opinions. 
1. {5.6 55, Aﬀer they had heard from him what he 
thought, ſome of *%em were for condetn- 

ning all ſorts of novelties, and ro content themſelves 1 
m ſpeaking of the Son, in the ſame terms their pre- 
deceſſors had uſed; and others affirm'd that the 
opinions of the Ancients were not to be feceived 
withoat examining. There were ſeventeen Biſhops 

according to Sozomen (b) who favoured Arins his - | 

£59 new explications, the chief of which were | 

a (90. ©. Euſebins of Nicomedia, Enſebins of Ceſarea, 

Menophantes of Epheſus, Patrophilus of Scy- 

thopoliss, Theogmis of Nice, {Varciſſus of Neroniadas, 


Theonas 


eo. i COR enem og | 


| 


(19) 

T beanar of Marnurice, v8d Sreavdur of Ptolewaige. 
Theſe Bilbops drew up 3 Ceateſſion of Faith(c)accoe, 
Gag 40 their ſentiments, they hed _ 
no loaner read it in the Aﬀembly, but ic 7% 
was crysd gut upon as falle ; *twas £010 Aduyfe. 
in Pi&ces, and: they were reproachs with 
it as Perſons who wapld, as they ſaid, betray the 
Fajzth and the Goghead of Chriſt, A Letter of Ex/e- 
bius of Nicomedia, whereig he expreſt his thoughts, 
had the {ame lot. 

la tine, a Creed was undertaken to be made, 
wherein the opinions contrary to thole of 4rizs 
werceſtabliſhed. I was immediately obſery'd that 
the new ways of {peaking which the Arigns uſed, 
were t be condemned, {hat the Spu bad heart 65- 
trated from. nothivg ; that he was & Creature; that 
there was 4 thave wuerein he wes not, &6. andScip- 
ture Phraſes werg to be uſtd, ſuch as theſe ; Qu/y 
heggtten Son, the Word, Paner, Wiſdom of the Father, 
tbe lyvghtueſs of his Glory, and charetter of his Power. 
The 4ri&vs having ſhew'd that they were ready to 
adewis 4 Contefion expreſt ig theſe terms ; the Or- 
thodox Biſhops feard left they ſhould .expoung theſe 
terms 1n an ill ſenſe. And therefore they were 
for aqding that the Son +5 of tbe Swhftkance of the 
Fatbey , becavle this is ghas -which diftioguiſhes 
the Son {rom the-Creatures. Herenpan the Ariens 
were askt, whether they gcknowledged, That the 


Sor 65 at 4-Creature, but the Power, the only Wiſdom aud 


Image of the Father ; that he is Eterwal, aud like to the 


 Faeher in. all things ; gp five true Goa. The Heterodox 


haven ſpoken amang themſelves, beliov'd that theſe 
exprefliogs (might very well agree with the nation 
they had .of the Diviriity .of &he Son, and denoted 


they wereready to receive them. 
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In fine, it being obſerv'd that Enſebins of Nicome- 
da, in the Letter which was read, rejefted the Term 
of Conſubſtantial, (iuoine;) it was thought, that the 
Orthodox Dottrin could not be better expreſs'd, and 
all Equivocation excluded, than in making uſe of it ; 
and ſo much the rather, in that the Arians ſeem®d to 
be afraid of it. This Circumſtance is owing to St. 
Ambroſe, (4) whole Words are theſe : 
f co rhs .4 Auttor ipſorum Enſebius Nicomedie Epiſ- 
cap. lt, copus, Epiſtola ſua prodidit, dicens ; fi verum 

inquit, Dei filium increatum dicimus homoon- 
fron, C Pry paws-rvet cum Patre —_—_ confitert. 
FHec cum letta eſſet Epiſtola in Concilio Niceno, hoc 
wverbum in trattatu fides poſuerunt Patres quod widerust 
Adverſariis eſſe formidini, ut tanquam evaginato ab ipfis 
gladio ipſum nefande caput Hereſeos amputarent. 
- The Orthodox conceiv'd then their Sentiment, 
touching the Divinity of the Son in theſe Terms : 
J\ co. (#) We believe in one only Lord Jeſus 
:, i * Chrs#, Son of God, only Son of the Fa 
ther, that is to ſay, of the 7 cgen of the 
Father, God, born of God, Light of Light, true God, 
born of the true God, begotten, not made, Conſubſtantial 
with the Father. 

The Arias in vain complain'd, that theſe Words 
were not to be found in Scripture;; They were told, 
that thoſe they were wont to uſe, were no more there 
neither, being wholly new ; whereas it was near fix- 
{core years fince, that ſeveral Biſhops had uſed the 
Word, Conſubſtantial. IE 
* The Fathers of the Council, during this Time, 
were not ſo buſied in vanquiſhing the Arians, and 
in making ſeveral Regulations, but that they re- 
membred their private grudges. Several Church- 


men, 
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wen, ſays Soros, (4) «<; op bidbeen a 

aſſembicds 2 py olecnte thejrigarti an faint n 
65 it, componty, mn —_ this, a fit\ 6inma' 0a geF 
thoſe puniſb'd mho had, offended them, Bach of "emp pre: 
ſented' Requeſts. to. the Emperor, mberein they accuſed 
one.or athex, and. ſignified; th wnong they had done. ther, 
This hapning, every day, the. Emptror: [28 one 4 part. it 
which they were evety. one of "erp tarhring his Grievance. 
The day heing\come, thei Emptroxitook all their Requeſts, 
and cauſed/em. to be thrown into the Fire, and exhorted 
them to a mutual. Forgiveneſs, — to the Precepts 
of. the Goſpel. He, afterwards. enjoyn'd thens, to- labour in 
clearing. up the. Points of Faith, of mhichthey\ mere. to.be 
Fry bo ard a fixt day, mherein the. Queſtion. of. the Com 
ſubſtantiality. ſhould be decided. 

The day appointed (4) being come, 
Conſtantine convacated, all. the: Biſhops OH 
into an Hall 'of the Palace,, where he 32. c. 16. 
| had caugd: Chairs, to, be: ſet on both-ſides. | 
The, Biſhops-cntred firſt, and:the Empezon came: in 
afterwards, and did not lit. down at: the Head-of the 
 Aﬀdembly on a gilded Seat, which he; cauſed.to, bo 
|  ratngy till the, Biſhops, by, Signs: had: 'giv'a 
bim leave. Being fet down, Ex/ehius of Cefines, who 
was. at his.Right, Hand; harang/d himy. and: thank'd 
 bim, for. the.care he .had\taken-topreferve.thePurir 
ty.. of - the. Catholick Faith, Conflantim afterwards 
Re na ſpeak, and .made- a, Dicourſs 1a; Eating 

in.he repreſeezed, Thathe:hadi:no greater: Afe- 
fliftioa. thao. the. Diviſiong. be. abſervid.iamong; Chris 
ſtians, cxhborting the Biſhops.very.carneftly to: Prace, 
An.. Interpreter. afterwards. turn'd: the- Speech - ioto 
Greek, for. the.Eaftesn Biſhops underſtood not Latin, 
Although it.ſcems, that«Bufineſs.was prepared -in 
particular DTT”: CR 
| [ 


(42) 7" 

firſt a, great Controverſie ;- an Confarine thad the 
patience to hear long Conteſts, wherein he exerciſes 
the Office of Moderator, in «<ndeavouring'to-accord 
- thoſe, whole Sentiments or Expreſſions appear'd re- 
mote , in upholding the Arguments which ſeem'd 
ro him weak, and 1n giving Praiſes: ro ſuch, -who 
{cem'd to ſpeak. well. - Euſebius of Cefarea long held 

(«) Socrax, Out againſt the uſe which they would/(a) 
lib, 1.6.8. &, Make of the Word Confubſtantial. He 
Theod. ib. 1. offered another Confeſſion of Faith, 
CS wherein it was omitted, - and wherein he 
calld the Son barely, God born of - God, Light of 
Light, Life of Life, only Son, "firſt born of all Crea- 
tures, begotten of bis Father _ all Worlds, The 
Emperor approv'd this Confeſſion of Faith, and ex- 
horred the Fathers of the Synod to follow ut, in adding 
thereto only the Word Conſubſtantial. 

Afterwards the Confeflion was read, / which had 
been drawn. up with this Word, the Terms of which 
have been already recited.” Anathema's were.zoyn'd 
thereto, againſt thoſe who ſhould uſe on this Occali- 
- on other Terms, than thoſe of- the Holy: Scripture , 
which muſt be underſtood, with an Exception.of 
thoſe, which 'the. Council thought fit to confecrate. 
This' Propofition was' particularly: condemn'd; hae 
the Son exiſted mot before he was begotten. ' Euſehtas, 
and others requeſted, That the Terms of the Symbol, 
and Anathema's might be explain'd. . 1. It was:ſaid, 
Thatithe Word Begorres,. was uſed: apd not. made, 
becauſe''this:laſt- Word expreſles' the; Produttion: of: , 
Creatures, to: whichithe Son has no likenets; being! 
_ ef aSubftantefar more'excellenc thanthey; begotten 
by the Father in an incomprehenfible: manner. 2. As 
tor the Word Conſubſtential, it is proper to the Son, 
not inthe ſenſe wherein it. is taken, when we ſpeak 

£ | of 
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of Bodies, or mortal: Aqimals,. the Son being Con- 
ſubſtantial with, the Father,: neither. by a Diviſion of 
the Divine Subſtance, of which he poſſeſſes a parr, 
nor by any change of this ſame Subſtance. The mean- 
ing of which is only this, That the Son has no Reſem- 
blance with the Creatures which he has made ,: but, 
thar 'he'is in all things like to his Father, by whom 
H& has been begotten ;' or that he is not of another 
Hypoſtaſis, or Subſtance,: but of that of the Father. 
3. Thoſe were condema'd, who faid, that the Son 
was not before he was born, ſeeing that he exiſted 
before his corporal Birth, and even before his divine 
Generation,according to Conſtantin's Argu- «1. Ty.qc 
'ment. (a) For before, ſaid he, that he was aft u> Words of Fy- 
ally begotten, he was in Power in his Father, of han 
in a manner unbegotten, the Father havias pros hoes. 

teen always Father, as he is ever always but io Theodo- 
King and Savicur, and all things in his ju 

Power, being eternally in the ſame: Condi- trenched. | 
t108. Eos them, 

It will perhaps ſeem, that this is pure Arianiſm, 
and that this is to deny the Eternity of the Son ; but 
we mult obſerve, that in the Style of that time, to 
exiſt before the World, and tobe eternal, is the ſame 
'thing'; ſeeing, that to prove his Eternity, this Paſ- 
ſage 1s cited, (6b) In the Beginning was the: EIS 
Word; and it ſufficed to ſhew, that he F< ub v"r oo 
'was begotten, before there was any time. | 
So that we niuſt not rejet theſe Words, as ſuppoli- 
tious, meerly for this Reaſon ; and it, is ſo ordinary 
to find hard Expreſſions, 'in thoſe. who attempr to ex- 
plain, in any fort, this incomprehenſible Myſtery ; 
that if one might hence judge: of them, one'would 
'be apt to declare them all Hereticks, which is to ſay, 
to anathemize the; greateſt pare of the Ancients, 
pararaeiiaptt os ty Poſes 
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Befides this St. Arhanafius who (4) 6 ly treats 
+ Exftbits as an Arian, \ nds ulion to 
£0e.Pere?. one part of this paſſage, and Oraws 
peg. 251i, thence a conſequence which Eyſcbius 
without doubr would not have owned, 

which. is, that the A#54#s believed that chE Divinit 
of Jeſus Chriſt did not exiſt before his ' corporal 

Birth. | = Hy 
- Aﬀeer theſe explications Ex/zbi#4 ſubſcribed, as he 
himſelf reſtifies in the Letter above recited, (6) al- 
, tho? he had refuſed it the day before. 
Y abs. The long and formal oppoſition which he 
had made apainft the word Conſubllanti- 
af, cauſed it to be ſuſpeed that there was want 
of ſincerity in this ſubſcription, In fige 4rivs and 
his Party were anathematized, and all their Fooks 
condemned, and particularly a Poem which A4rius 
had entituled Thalia. Moſt of the Arian Eiſhops 
ſubſcribed, after Ezefebins his example, to this con- 
feſſion of Faith and the Anathema's after the explica- 
tions above. megtioned. Yet there were ſome: of 
*m, who refuled at firft to ſign, (4) the principal 
MER of which were Exuſebius of Nicomedia, 
ps. * * Theognisof Nite, Maris of Calcedon, Theo- 
was of Marmarics and Setondis of Prole- 

maids, They were immediately Excommunicated 
by the Council, and were to be fent afterwards as 
well as Ariss, into Exile by Conftantin. The Coun- 
eil wrote a circular Letter (4) to the Chnrches of 
Fenpr, denoting to 'em in what ſort they 
had carticd' themlelves inthe buſineſs of 
Arins, and what had been ordered touck- 
ing Melece the Schiſmatical Biſhop, and the obſer- 
vation of Eaſter. Conflantin wrote alſo to the 
Church of Mexanaria;to affure it that after a full and 
| | mature 


(b)Socr. lib, 
L. Cap. 9. 


(5) 

mature exannontion, A703 ad been condemned by 
the common evaſene, [He greatly 'yvaunced- of - the 
moderation and learning of rhe Biſhops, making: ne 
mention of their quarrels; according to-the- Cuſtom 
obſerved in publick As, and: ſuch like occaſions, 
where every thing is ſuppreft -whicti may give:an ill 
opinion of the Decrees of theſe kinds of Allemblies. 
In atjorher Letter direed to the Biſhoþs and Chutch- 
es, he enjoys the nawie of Pojphyris to be given 
to Aress, and his followers to be called Porphyrions. 
This Porphyry was a famous Plaroyi#, who had 
written againſt the Chriſtian Religion, and. Whoſe 
Books Conſtantin hid cans'd to be burnt. Laces 
Holfftenins has written his Life, which is to be found 
at the end of the Book of the Abſtinence of- 
Animals. Conſtantin defign'd to declate b_ Art- 
us an Enemy to the Chriſtian Religion, and not in 
any manner reproach him _—— 
rouching che Trinity, ſeeing -Conffuntis did not Bif- 
approve, as we have ſect}, the ſentimehrs of Plaro. 
Ir's true the Arias have been upbraided with-their 
foo great application tb'the rexding of this Phyloſo- 
pher, and other Heithen Authors : Revere de Pls- 
tonis et Ariftopha»ir ſinu; ſays St; Jerom, (a) mn 
#piscopatuttt allegumiu?. Gubtus thini wil .... .. 


que 6ſt qui Hon dppPiniſe in bil extdirhs fire [, Adoir. 
Arvelit ad hic quod Afidhe hafifis might SAN 2.2 


«6M ſapieittia 'ſethli facit, 'et aygumenti- | 

8ionwn #4905 ds Atifforeli} fontibus: nithetiee. Thus 
the Orthodon: ad Hereritks 6qutally- ypproved -the 
fſenehmenits 'of ' Pare, 'tach of 'Theny apparemly ex- | 


 Phining chemth;,/ actordans' to his Hypotheſis: © 'Con- 


«ntin further ordered in the fame Letter to barn 
alt Ars his Books ; tÞ the end that not only his pern> 


; elows' Dit#tin be diftroged, biie that thire remain ub 


mounmeps 
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£46) 
waobament.of 51 66 pbfenitn.i He, dikert/anecdared;rbat 
of 14my one:capcealedany of this Bonks, anaraid not pring 
ehern tobe cbuxntycihd! fpowld; berftns $9/deakb after it bad 
teen provediupon tim, There, 115 (mprenver another 


Lerter of this Emperor, whereia' he enjoyns all - 


'Churches to ;celebrate Esfter, according, to the Ca- 
nens of the Couhed; al} to 2993500 Bis omofiN 
.  ;Euſebius, and Iheognis, cicher -efeQually believing 
that the Creed-of the Council might admit-.an; 4ri- 
a» ſenſe, (a) or affrighted by, the Emperors ſeverity, 
| offered to ſign the Creed, but refuſed to 
(9 Seeret. nathernatize Arivs, affirming that opi- 


Alib, 1.cap. 14. © : . : 
- \ ©. -nibns! were! attributed te. him which he 


'never did-one : Euſebjus: fo ordered, byithe means. 


-of his Friends, about. the, Emperor, (b) that what 
_ ,..- he deſired was-granted him, which .is to 
Ore ſay, that they were, contented with hig 
amed.ey, The- ; ſubfcription-to. the;,Creed. , T heog is and 


£{«lib 1, 99: Marge. did as; much; and the Letter of 


2. 4» ; the. Council to. the Churches of. Egypr 
mentions: only. Theonss, and; Secondus who had:ab 9- 
lutely ſtood - out. Phyloftorgus likewile acknowled- 
ges (a). that all the 4r:4» Biſhops ſubſcribed except 
(5, 1 TWO;,:40d . reproaches, the \xelſt. with 
08 7: rheing ialiacerity in .Qthat they . had-,ex- 
1 plain'd'after.the Arias faſhion the! terms 
of the Council, bythe 'advice of Conſtantia the Em- 
perors Siſter.. He adds that Seconges ſetting out to 
g0/ into his. Exile, {aid to, Exſebias'; you bave. ſubſcri- 
bed, {Ewuſebius, that you might not: be. baxiſht, . but for 


ay part T believe what God. has revegled.,tq meg; which , 


4s, that you ſball be' carried into, Exile; before the 
year Cames about. 561 } £1 2233010 1953517 vatabn\\ 
.. . Arias, if we . believe the Orthodox; had..not the 
Courage to reſolve on Baniſhment, with. Secondurand 
Ss | Theowas 


” 
s 


7. 
: . 7 az, 
Theonas*i'He pretended'a deſtretobebetterinſirud-: 


<4! a6d'ſought-#n occaſion of 'codferring? with » Yeha- 


#aſi;s, Deacon of Alexandiia; 61} whole! 
, , , 3 (6J : (6) þ 


As are (fill extane, If this -Relation''be''3; 7.517. 
true, one may conjeCture, ' That” Arins © © 
delignedly defended himſelf'' bur ill, che better to 
yield to his Adverlaries Reafons, as he-did, to obtain. 
his Grace: | He acknowledges'at the end 6 this Con- 
terence; the Equality and Conſubſtantiality of the 


Son with. the Father ; after which, he ſhews himſelf 
entirely reclaim'd from his Error. The Fathers of- 


the -Council receiv'd' him, as a Penitent, -without 
krtling him in his Employ ; and the -Emperor'only- 
forbad him to go to Alexandria. 'Euzoiur'and Achil- 
las collegues of Arius were: alſo pardoned ; and St; 
Jerome ads (a) to them eight Biſhops, of vue 7 

which he names bur three, and'one Prie(t, (a) is Lxvifee 
Euſebius of Nicometia,, Theor nis 'of Nice, NYANDS, 
Saras,” Prieſt of 'Lybia;*and Euſebius Biſhop 6F1Cyfi- 
re4.\ It appears: from the ſequel'of+'the Dialogue; 
' that-the Arias; denied that'ithe? Biſhops of their Pars) 
ty were reconciled at Nice, but'St. Jerom:grounds' 


himfelf on \the Afts: and Subſcriptions: of this ''Coun-: 


Gil. whichiyet he had not then at hand; Jexeufing) 
himſelf from-mnaming "the four other reconciled ;Bi- 
ſhops -by»a:Rhetorical Figare,\ P\reliquiz Jqnos enume- 
rere longumeſt> "There needed 'nor-ſo much"time for 
ro.fer: down four names,-but without -doubr, he did 


not:remember.thern; © 25h” 


o wv 
. 
. 


The firſt who ſign'd+he\Gouncilamong the Ortho=: 


dox,-w4s Hoſins;}Biſhop of. Cordovs, afterwards, Yito- 
nas: and Vinacdaty Romir Prieſts; {ent by Sylveſter ; 
after-them,- the Biſhops *of ' Alexandria, Antioch and 
Jeruſalem 3\ and invfineg) the'other Biſhops; | Thote 


whorfavour the Pretenſions of the Chureb of iRome, 


fay 


Hs YI ; 


(43) 
Heſws ligne in Quality, Is {& 
= 7 The he rt the, Lf, rape. Hi 


ſtorians OP. 0s ta Word of. it, 

The Coungil eng the 253th of dugnſt, Canſlen, 
tin 'todk his fargwel.of them, ina very fine Harangue , 
(6) Fuſe. (a) wherein he; exharted the Fathers,to 
vh; ejus' + ' thoughts of Peace, .and.toa mutual] For- 
_ | 'bearance ;;;but which, was of little Eltect, 
as will, appear. by the: S2quel. Thus ended this fa- 
mous Council, the Circumſtances, of: which, would. 
= tter knowp to us, .it the fear, of offending great, 
$.» the Zeal of ſome,” the Paſſion.of, others, 
ane Relpeft which Poltetity has, bad for the, De- 
of {o.. famous an. Aſmbly, had not bindred. 
pa ng Authors from, writing the Hiſtory. 
| with  exafingls, and the Dil. cNgagement remarkable 
in good: Hiſtarians.z, and retain'd. thoſe,: who, have 
liv”d'firice; fzoms. ſaying, what they knew (perbaps). 
that was: di dyama; ious, St, Atheneſivs, in; a little 
Treaties already. cited, and: where: he ſeems ar firſh: 
to be willing to enter on this: Hiſtory, traoſported by. 
the Zeal of which he was full, falls. 'on, Cootroverſie. 

and. Invettives ; when, one, might. expeA;him. ready. 
ro. relate Circumſtances. Sozomen lays, Thet he 4 
cob. —_ nor. date tac relate the Creed: of Nice., 
1.» (4).becarſe: ſome. it bis pions. and, learned 
had in this niatter, aduiſca => ra ſoppr reſs the 
things, which the Initiates, and, yo teſts, = ſharld 
nnderſtand, and that accords ts their Conncyl, he bad. 
conceal'd what was art kept, t:] ; ; 
a? Nom to celebrate the: "he Ber 07.16) being. 
. _ whickis: to ſay, of the twentieth: Year. of: 
his Empire, invited the Bifhops: to. Bxz4z:44, which, 
he + of.. Ts. 19:giving. w_ new. 
ame 


—_— — ————— 


(49) 
Name of Conftantinople, where he magnificently treated 
chem, and made each of *tm a-part a; Preſent, after 
which, they return'd to their Biſhopricks. It ſeems, 
that it was about this time, that he wrote very ob- 
liging Letters to Ewſebins of Ceſarea, (c) in 
giving him order to procure him fifry Co- 
pics fairly written, of the Holy Scripture. 

As to Euſebins of Nicomedia, and Theaznis his Friend, 
they were no ſooner return'd into their Biſhopricks, 
but they began again to Preach publickly Ar:zaniſm, 
(4) and receiv'd into their Communion . 
{ome Perſons of Alexandria, who had been a5 _ 
thence expelled for this Opinion. Conſtantin wm. 1. 
advertiſed of this, ſent them into Exile, 
three Months after the Council, and eſtabliſh'd at N-- 
comedia one Amphion for Biſhop, and Chreſtus at Nice. 
Thus was Secondas's Prediction accompliſh'd, and In- 
Gacerity puniſhed. 

Two Months after, Alexander, Biſhop of Alexanar ia, 
died, which occalion'd great Diſturbances in that City. 
The Orthodox (a) ſay, that Athanaſius, | 
Deacon of this Church, whom Alexander had (4) Tet; 7 
_ brought along with him toNVzce,by reaſon of 111. 11. 
his Knowledge, had been denoted ſeveral 
times by this Biſhop, for his Succeſſor, bur that he had 
hid himſelf a little before his Death, for fear of being 
Elected, and that having been found, he was choſen 
by a Plurality of Voices. 

The Heterodox affirm, on the contrary, that the Me- 
l:tians being re-united to the Catholicks, after the Death * 
of. Alexander, hity-four Biſhops of Egypt took an Oath, 
to elect by common conſent his Succeſſor, but that 
ſeven among them broke their Oaths, and choſe Arha- 
naſius, without the Participation of the reft, Some even 
allure, that the Voices were divided, and the EleCQtion 
not being made quick enough, Athanaſius ſhut himſelf 

H 


up 


(59) 

up with rwo Biſhops, into Sr. Dexys?s Church, and 
cauſed himfelt tro be conſecrated maugre 'the other Bi- 
ſhops, who made the Church-ddors be! broken open, 
buc coo late, the Ceremony being over. Hereupon they 
Excommunicated him; but having | ſtrengthn'd his 
Party, he wrote in the Name of the City to the Empe- 
ror, to give him Notice of his Ele&ion, which was ap- 
prov'd by this Prince, who belicy'd theſe Letters came 
efectually from the Magiſtracy of Alex:ndria. There 
may have been Paſſion on the [ide of rhe Heterodox ; 
but heating our ſelves as we do, for the Truth, as well 
as for Errour, and upholding tomerimes the right ſide 
by indirect ways, we may admit of fome things which 
the Hererodox ſay, and not blindly - receive, whatever 
' the Orthodox relate. 

It ſeems abour this time, Conſtantin made his Conſti- 

_ tution («) agatait the meetings of all Here- 
(2) —_—_ ticks, wherein he forbids them to: aſſem- 
jus vit. lib, : = . bh : : 
111.c. 5), Hlecither 1n pablick or private, gives their 

Chappels to Catholicks, and confiſcates the 
Houſes wherein they are found to meet, performing 
their Devotions. Euſebtus . adds, that the Emperors 
Edict moreover contain'd, that all Heretical Books 
ſhould be ſeiz*'d on ; and that Conftantin's threatninzs 
obliged a great number of Hereticks and Schiſmaticks 
ro range themſelves on the {iceof the Orthodox Church. 
But ſome doing of it fincerely, and others by force, the 
Biſhops applied themſelves carefully ro diſtinguiſh 
them, and receiv'd only into the Church thole who 
were real Converts. The Arian, had been ruin'd by 
particular EdiCts, ſo that all Hereftes ſeem'd to be abo» 
iſhed in the Roman Empire. - 

B ut Conſtantin, who had at firſt ſlighted the ſubje&t 
of the Diſpute, between Arias and Alexander, as con- 
ſiſting only of different Exprefſions, and who after- 
wards had conſidered it, as a Point of the greateſt Im- 

portance - 


(51) 
portanee, return'd again to a good Opinidn of ries ; 
| whether he atted according to His preſent Intereſts, or 
_ that he ſuffered himſelf co beled by thoſe who were 
maſt about him, or that in fine, he really chang'd his 
Opiniva, (4) Conftantis, Silter of Conſtantin 
and WW idow of Licinns, had among her Do- 
meſticks, a Prieſt, a friend to Ariws, who | 
held the ſame Opinions as he did, and who perſwaded 
this Princeſs, that Arias held not thoſe' Opinions he 
he was charged with, in the manner as they were uſu- 
ally exprels'd, that Alexsxder had accuſed him 
through Envy, becauſe he was eſteem'd by the Peo- 
ple, and that the Council had done him wrong. 
Conſtantia, who much: confided in this Prieſt, eaſily 
believ'd him, but dared not ſpeak her Mind to the 
Emperour ; - and being fall'n dangeroufly ſick, all 
that ſhe could do before ſhe died, was to recommend 
this Prieſt to her Brother, as a man highly vertuous, - 
and much devoted to the ſervice of her Family. A 
while-after ſhe died, and this Prieſt having gotten 
the favour of Conftartrin, held to him the ſame Dil- 
courſe, telling him, Thar if he: pleas'd to admit Arins 
to come before him, and to explain his Opinion, he 
would find that at botzom, his DoQ&rin was the'lame 
as that of the Council which condemn'd\him. - Con- 
ſtantts {urpriz'd at the oddneſs of this Diſcourſe; an- 
{wer'd, That. if A4rias' would. ſign the Nrrexe Creed, 
he would let him come into his Preſence, and would 
ſend him | hbhourably to Alexendris, This Prieſt 
having aſlured him of. it, Conftentix ſenc Word: to 
Arias to come to' Court, and. Arive. not daring at firlt 
to doit, the Emperor wrote a+Note tohin, tin 'which 
be ordered him ta come immediately at his Charge : 
Arius obeyed this reiterated Order, and being co 
to. Conſtantinople with Eazoius, they preſented to 

H 2 


| (52) 

Emperor a Confeſſion of their Faith, wherein they 
barely ſaid, They believ'd that the Son was begotten of the 
Father before all Ages, and that the Reaſon, who is God, 
had made all things, as well in Heavn as in Earth, Con- 
ſtantin was tully fatisfh*d with this Declaration, ſo ther 
either he had chang'd his Mind, or giv'a ſmall- Atten- 
10n, or little comprehended the ſenſe of the Vicene 
Creed. However it was, it appears by the Sequel, 
That the Arian Biſhops came by Degrees into favor, 
and that the Emperor treated Aris with great kind- 
neſs, and permitted him to return to Alexandria, 

It's not punCQtually known when Arias was re-call'd, 
bur it's certain, he had been already, when Exzſcbins 
and Theognis were, which hapned three years atter 
the Council of Vice, in the year 328, according to 
the relation of PhzloZorgus, (a) theſe two 
Biſhops wrote from the place of their Ba- 
niſhment a Letter, wherein they complain, 
(5) That they had been condemn'd without be- 

 (b) Sor. ing heard, altho their condudt had been approved 
pale Ot of in the Council, where having well examin'd 
the word Conſubſtantial, they had in fine approved of it. 
They added, they had only refuſed ro Anathematice Arius, 
becauſe they knew he was not ſuch a one as he was deſcribed ; 
and ſeeing this was acknowledg*d by his being recalled, it 
could not be juſt that they who ſuffered only on his account, 
ſbonld remain in Exile after his Revocation. This Letter 
was diretted to the principal Biſhops, whom Euſebius and 
Theognis entreated t0 interceed for them with the Emperor. 
In ſpeaking of the Repeal of Arizs, they direQly attri- 
bute it to theſe Biſhops : Tour Pitty, ſay they, has 
thought fit to. treat him gently, and to recal him. 
Learned man (c) obſerves in this place, that 
os G2 Far Enſcbius and Theognis attribute to the Bi- 
ſhops what the Emperor had done, ſeeing 
h it 


(4) Lib. 3. 
caP. 18, 


C93 


it was he that had recalled Arizs ;. and that the Ec- 
cle(iaſtical Hiſtorians attribute likewiſe ſometimes 
to the Emperor the aCtions of the Biſhops, as when 
Socrates ſays that the Council of Nice forbad Arius 
his return to Alexandria, whereas it was the Empe- 
ror. But in truth the Emperor did then few things of 
his own pure motion, being only the Church men's 
Tool, which falls out but tco often, even among the 
orcatelt Princes, 
Thx: Letter of Evſebdizs and Theognss produced the 
eitect which they hope. fromir. They were recalled 
with Theonas and Secondus who would ſign nothing. 
The two firſt being returned to their Biſhopricks, 
drove out thence thole who had gotten inco their Sees, 
when they were ſent to their places of baniſhmenr. 
They are charged with having immediately after 
ſought out ways ro make Arhanaſim undergoe the 
ſame puniſhment, which they came trom uttering, 
by getting ir told the Emperor, that he had been e- 
leted in a manner little canonical, and with endea- 
vouring to induce the ſame A4rhanaſins both by Pray- 
ers and threatnings, to permit Aris to return to Alex- 
andria, However they could not then accompliſh 
their purpoſe ; and we ſhall ſee in the ſequel the bick- 
erings which they had with this Biſhop. 

Since the Council of Nzce had been diſtmiſt, and 
that they had been baniſht, This uſage, and the deci- 
fions of Nice had but only outwardly allai'd the di- 
ſputes, which laſts ſtill when they were recalled. 
Euſcbius aſſures us that the Biſhops of Egypr had been 
ever lince over Head and Ears in quarrels; and Sc- 
crates ſays (a) that he found from the Let- _ 
ters of the Biſhops of thoſe times, that .. , m—— 
ſome were ſcandaliz'd at the word Conſub- 


ftantial ; examining, lays he, this term with too great 
application 


(54) 

application, they fell foul on one another, and their quar- 
rels aid not ill veſemble a combat in the dark. It ap- 
pears they ſufficiently beſpattered one another with calumr 
wies, without knowing wherefore. Thoſe who rejefted 
- the word Conſubſtaniial, rhowght the others hereby in- 
troduced the opinions of Sabellius and Montanus, ard 
greated them as impious, as denying the exiftence (imyg{n) 
of the Son of God, On the contrary thoſe who ſtuck to the 
word Conlubſtantial, imagining the others would intro- 
duce a plurality of Gods, had as great averſion, as if 
they would have reeſtabliſht Parent Euſtathius Brſhop 
of Antioch accuſed Euſebius Byſhop of Ceſarea = 
the Nicene Creed, Euſebius denied it, and charged on 
the other ſide Euſtathius of Sabellianiſm ; thus rhe Bi- 
ſbops wrote one againſt another. They all accorded in 
ſaying the Son has a particular Exiſtence, and that there 
*% only one God in three Hypoſtaſes ;, yet they could not 
agree, nor remain quiet. This 1s the effe& of equivo- 
cal terms, which were introduced into Chriſtianity 
without well defining them, and the bad cuftom of 
moſt of the Ancients, who never ſpeak calmly of theſe 
matters; who have thought of nothing leſs than the 
expreſſing themſelves clearly, and who ſeem to prove 
they ſpake ſincerely, when they teſtified to believe, 
that the miſtery above which they diſputed was 1n- 
comprehenſible ; by expreſſing themſelves thereon in 
an unintelligible manner. Exſtathius Biſhop of Antioch 
i) $0 1, (4) acculing of Arianiſm Euſebius of Ceſa- 
, - - % * rea, Paulinus of Tyre, and Patrophilus cf 
Scythopolis; and theſe Biſhops acculing him 

in their turns of Sabe/lzaniſm ; to know who had rea- 
ſon on their ſide, a Synod was affembled at Antioch 
in 329. the concluſions of which were difadvantagi- 
ous to Erftathins, It conſiſted of Biſhops, who had 
ſign'd the Nicene Creed only by force, amony whom 


vere . 


(55) 

were the two Enſebius's, Theognis of Nice, Theodotus 
of Leodtces in Syris, Narciſſes of Neroniada, Actins 
of Lydis, Alpheus of Apames, and Theodors of Sidon. 
Aiſaon as ever they arriv'd at Antioch, a Woman of 
ill fame preſented her ſelf ro *em with a lictle Child, 
which ſhe ſaid ro have had by Exftarhins, and delſt- 
red them toco her right againſt him, as refuſing to 
receive his Child. Euftathins made great proteſtati- 
ons of 'his innocency, but this wn having been 
| believed upon her Oath, he was depoſed;/a) | 

{ome Authors aftirined that the pes Bt- Fg tb " 
ſhops had ſuborn*.1 her, to have aa occaſi . | 
on for the cepoling of Exſtathins ; and that the true 
cauſe of his depoſal was his adherence to the Nicene 
Creed. Others lay ic was the pretended Sabe/l;aniſm 
of which he was accuſed, and ſyme have contented 
themſelves wich ſaying there were other accuſarions, 
for which he had been depoſed, whereupon S2crates 
(6) makes this remarkable retledtion : The OY 
Biſhops are wont to deal thus with all thoſe ban 
whom they depaſe ; accuſing and declaring them impions, 
without ſhewing wherein. es 

A Bithop was afierwards to be ſubſtituted in Enfta- 
thizs his place, and the Aria» Biſhops caſt their eyes on 
Euſebius of Ceſarea, Bur there arole 2 violent (edition 
hereupon ; ſome willing to retain Euſtarhins, and 0- 
thers accepting Euſebius. They had come to Fifti- 
cuits, had not the Emperor taken care, by ſending 
one of his Officers who appeaſed the People, and 
made them underſtand how Exftarhins deſerv'd to be 
ſent 1nto Exile, and in effte&t he was ſent into Thrace. 
However Euſcbtus did a thing, which made him re- 
ceive very honourable Letters from the Emperor, 
which he has inſerted in the life of this Prince, which 
is, that according to the Canons, he refuſed to paſs 

from 


= —— 


(56) 


from one Church to another. Conſtantin hea pt up 


Praiſes on him by reaſon of this refulal, and wrote to 
the Council, and the Church of Artioch to let him 
remain where he was. So that inſtead of Evuſebins, 
there was elected Emphronius Prieſt of Cappadocia, 
whom the Emperor had named with George of Are- 
thuſa, to the end the Council might chooſe which 
they plealcd, "x 


V4 nor an Biſhops labored to procure the return of. 
75. '" \. J . 
Theod. Arins tO Alexandria, where Athanaſius 


would nct permit him to enter, as has 
been already ſaid. They engaged the Emperor to 
write to this Bijzop, but Athanaſias (till defended him- 
ſelf, in that he could not receive into the Church thoſe 
who had forſook the Faith and been excommunica- 
ted ; ſo that Conſtantin wrote to him an angry Letter, 


that he ſhould receive imto the Church thoſe he or- 


dered him, under pain of baniſhment. The obſtina- 
cy of this Biſhop, who would part. with none of the 
advantages which the Council of Vice had granted 
to his Predecellor againſt the Melerians, had alſo 
drawn on him the enmity of theſe Schiſmaticks. 
The Council had ordained that Melece ſhould only 
retain the name of Biſhop, without exerciſing any 


funQion of his Office, and without ordaining any 


Succeſſor; and that thoſe whom he had ordained 
ſhould have no part in EleQtions. However Melece 
at his death had ordained one John for his Succeſſor, 
and the Meletian Prieſts would have the ſame privi- 
ledges as others. Athanaſius could not conſent to any 
thing of this, and equally ill treated the Melerians 


and Arians, This conduct reunited the two parties, 


who had been till that time oppoſite. The Meletians 
were of the Nicene opinton ; but by converling with 
the 


{a) Having depoſed Euſtathius, the Ari- 


om _ _ — — — 


(57) 
the Arsans, they ſoon centred into their Sentiments, 
and joyn'd together, to induce Conſtantin to accept 
of ſeveral Accuſations againſt Arbanaſius ; as hav- 
10g impoſed a kind of Tribute on Egypt, in ordering 
it to furniſh the Church of Alexandria with a cer- 
tain number of Linnen Garments ; in having ſup- 
plied a certain ſeditious Perſon with Mony ; nam- 
ed Philamenus ; in having cauſed a Chalice to be 
broken, overthrown the. Table of a Church, and 
burnt the Holy Books ; for having miſ-uſed ſeveral 
Prieſts, and committed divers Violences ; in hav- 
ing cut off the Arm of a Meletian Biſhop, named 
Arſenizs, and keeping it to uſe in Magical Opera- 
tions. Conſtantin acknowledg'd the Innocency of 


Athanaſius, in regard of the two firſt Accuſations ; 


and for the reſt, he refer'd it to an Aſſembly of 
divers Biſhops, which was at Ce/ares in Paleſtine, 
where Athanaſius not appearing, he was cited to a 
Synod at Tyre, in the year 334, and which con- 
lifted of Biſhops of Egypre, Lybia, Aſia, and Enrope. 

Athanaſius was in Sulſpence, whether. he ſhould 
preſent himſelf to this Synod, which confiſted of 
his principal Enemies ? Yet Conſtantin having threat- 
ned him with Baniſhment: if he refuſed, he there- 


| fore appeared, and juſtified himſelf of the Accu- 


ſation touching the Arm of Arſinins, by bringing in 
this Perſon into the midſt of them, and deriding 
his Accuſers, It's ſaid moreover, That a Woman 
being introtuced into the Aſſembly, accuſed him 
for having diſhonoured her, after ſhe had enter- 
tain'd -him -1n her Houſe, although he:knew ſhe 
had made a 'Vow of Virginity. Bur it appeared, 
that ſhe did not ſo much as know Athanaſius, ſee> 
ing ſhe took one T imothews, a Prieſt for him, who 
pretended to.be the Biſhop a | 0110 
Lic The 


(53) 
The buſineſs of the broken Chalice, and the 


- miſculing the Prieſts, was a little more difficulr. 
Athanaſius began by an Appeal from Evsſebizs of 


Nicomed:a, and the reſt of the Biſhops of his Party. 
He afterwards ſaid, That he, whole Chalice was 


_ Tretended to have been broken, and whoſe Name 


was I/chyras, was not a Prieſt, However, without 
any regard to theſe Reaſons, there were ſent fome 
Arias Biſhops, to take Informations ageinſt him 
at Alexandria, with Iſchyras his Accuſer ; but he 


proteſted highly againſt this Proceeding, and went 


to Jeruſalem, where the Emperour was. In the 
mean time, - the Informations from Egypt were re- 
ceiv'd, and Arhaxaſias being loaded with them, he 
was depoſed in his Abſcnce, and forbid to go to 
Alexandria. . Arſenius having been admitted into 
Communion by the Council, and made Biſhop of 
FHhp/yle, a Town of Egypt, ſubſcrib'd to the Depo- 
ſition of Arhanaſizs, although he had juſtifh'd him, 
in reference to one of the Accuſations brought a- 


 gainlt him, The Sentence of ' the Council bore, 


that he had lighted the Emperors Orders, and 
made the Aſſembly wait for him in an indecent 


manner 3; That he came to Tyre with a great 


multitude of People, and endeavour'd to make a 
Difturbance there ; That he had for ſometime re- 
tuſed to purge himſelf of the Crimes laid to his 
Charge, and nttered Injuries to divers Biſhops ; 
That he would not ſubmit to their judgment ; 
That he was convitted of breaking a Chalice, by 

the Informations made againſt him at Alexandria. ' 
Thus was Athanaſius condemned by his Enemies, 
who were his Judges, as Arias had been anathe- 


' matiz'd by Alexander his Predeceſſor, and ſeveral 


other Biſhops, who had declared themſelves _—_— 


I 


| ſebius (b) particularly made ſeveral Ha- 
 rang's before the Emperor, who took 


— ———_—— ————_ 


(59) | 
him, before the Convocation of the Council. The 
ſame uſage has been obferv'd in all the Aſſembhes of 
Biſhops which have met (ince ; the Clergy hav- 
ing this Advantage above the Laity, that they can 
be both Judges and Parties. | | 

After the Depoſal of Athanaſius, the Emperor 
wrote to the Fathers of the' Council, to repair as 
ſoon as poſſible to Jeruſalem, to celebrate the De» 
dication of the Church of the Apoſtles, which 
was now finiſhed. Where being arriv'd, they 
were magnificently receiv*d, and made feveral 


Orations, for the greater Solemnity of the Feſti- 


val, which hapned to be very luckily, in the fame 
year in which the Tricennales of the Emperor 

(4) were to be celebrated, which is to | 
lay, the zoth year of his Reign. Ev yer 12. 


(6) In vie, 

a great deal of pleaſure in hearing ©**#. #. iv. 
L inſomuch Sos he would his $4934 

ſtanding a long Oration, which this Biſhop made 
on the holy Sepulchre. Euſebiss well remembeis 
this Honour the Emperor did him, and the Praiſes 
he gave to his Oration touching Eafter, and care- 
fully inſerts in the Life of Conſtantin, all the Let- 


' ters he had receiv'd from the Emperor ; perhaps, 


not out of Acknowledgment, but ra- 

ther to do himſelf Honour, (4) as has {9 mins 

been reproach'd him. TTH ONT 
The Biſhops aſſembled at Jeruſalem, (5b) having 

ended the Dedication of the 'Church, 

which Conftentin had newly buile, and ©) 59 


' there receiv'd into Communion Arims © 


and. Euzoins, on the Emperors Recommendations. 
| I 2 Euſes | 


_ I ro 
——— —— © — 


( 60) | 
Euſcbius and | Theognis ſay , that Arius had been 
kindly receiv'd by the Biſhops, but in no fort, thar 
he was received into Commumon, which was, per- 
haps, for ſome years refuſed him, to try his Since- 
rity. Afterwards they. wrote to the Church of 
Alexanaria, that ſhe mighr receive them, and be al- 
ſured, ihe would enjoy hence-torward a full Tran- 
quility, Envy having been drivn out thence; by 
TIES the Depoſal of Athanaſius. (a) In the 
ig me" mean time this Biſhop: had gotten to Con- 
ſtantinople, to complain to the Emperor 
of what he had tuttered ; bur he' could obtain nb 
Audience of him; ail that he could be heard to 
iay, was, That he entreated the Emperor to cire 
to Conſtantinople the Biſhops w hich were at Jers- 
Jalem, to have another-Examination of his Athir. 
Conſtantin wrote to Jeruſalem, and complains in- his 
Letter, that in a time wherein the Barbarians began 
to acknowledge the true God; © The,Chriſtians, 
« who would be thought ro have the Myſteries of 
« God in their keeping, (for he durſt not ſay that 
« they kept them,) labour'd only to eotertain Di- 
« viſions and hatred among them, not to fay, for 
<« the Deſtruction .of Mankind. ' And. therefore he 
deſired 'that the Biſhops aſſembled . ar FJernſalem , 
would meet at Conſtantinople, to examine orice 'for 
all, the Aﬀair of Arhanaſins, and pur ſome end to 
it. This Letter being come to Jersſalem, ſome of 
the Biſhops return'd to their . Dioceſes, and others 
20; Gonſtantinople.  Thele laſt perſwaded, according 
a . M ſome Authors, (2) the Emperor, that 
oh Athanaſius had effeCtually''broken a Cha- - 
(b) Seer. lib. Jicez* or according to others, (4) that he - 
+#+35 had threatned to ſtop the Convoy of 
. Provi- 


(6r) 
Proviſions. which weat every year, from: A{cxazarie - 
| to Conſtantinople, of which three Biſhops were Wu- 
_ neſſes. The Emperor provoked by theſe Accuſa 
tions, ordered him to retire to Treves, a Town of 
the Beloick Gaule, where he remain'd about two 
'CArS. | | cok ton 
: The . Biſhops who were met at. Conſtantinople 
(c) depoſed after this Marcellas. of An- 
cyra, as being faiPa into the. opinion of , 
Paul of Samecſatia. One Aſterizs., who Th. 
haJ ztaught Rhetorick 1n ,Cappadocra, having embra- 
ced the Chriitian Religion, .had wrote ſome Books, 
wherein he: ſpake of the Divinity ofthe Son,. in the 
{ame terms as Aris, Marcellus undertook to refure 
them, but far from eftabliſhng the Pre-exiſtence of 
the Son, he denied che Divinity of Jeſus Chriſt ex- 
iſted before his Birth ; or at leaſt, expreſt himſelt'in 
| {ſuch a manner, that one mtght. believe the regar- 
ded the Reaſon or the Word, not as:a being that 
has his particular Exiſtence, but as I know..not 
what kind of accident, ſuch as is the word, or. the 
ſound which is made 1n ſpeaking. ,; He allo very ill 
-] treated (a) in the ſame Book. feveral Nat 
Arjan Biſhops, as_the two" Euſebins's, , @ Ee. 
 Paulinus and Narciſſus. He charged like- 13. 1. —Y 
wiſe Origen for expounding ..the | Holy 
Scripture, according to the notions of : heathen Phi- 
loſaphers, .and eſpecially according to thoſe of Plato; 
from whom Aareellss. atiirmed, he. hed. taken oy 


(c) id. caps 
6. 


DoQtia of : Principles, whigh is t9 lay,, of the Ho 
Trinity; of which, he had treated aites, the Platon- 
ick falion, The Arian Biſhops ofended with this 
Book, had begun to examin it, when. they, were as 
yet at Jers/alem,; but having been obliged to paſs 
, Over 


. Ts 
over to Conſtantinople, they had only enjoyned 
Marcellus to alter his Opinion, according to the Stile 
of that time. He promiſt he would burn his Book, 
but having not done it, and even refuſing todo it, 
his affair was reaſſumed at Conſtantinople, and he 
was depoſed. Euſebins of Ceſarea wrote two Books 
expreſly againſt him, wherein he criticizes his work, 
and three others which he entituled, of Eccleſtaftick 
Theology, wherein he eſtabliſht the opinions which 
he thought Orthodox touching the Divinity, and 
refuted thoſe of Marcellus and divers other Here- 
ticks. Marcellus was afterwards (a) 

(4)Seer. lib. reeſtabliſhe in the Synod of Sardice ; be- 
EE cauſe he affirmed his expreſſions had been 
29. miſunderſtood ; and being an Enemy to 
the. Arians, he infinuated Himſelf 1nto 

the Friendſhip of Acrhanaſius, who perhaps was 
ſurpriz'd by the Equivocal Expreſſions aled by 
Marcellus. It's certain, that if we may judge of 
him by the Fragments which Euſebius cites, he 
ſcarcely knew what he would ſay him{#lf, or elſe 
he conceal'd his Opinions under obſcure terms, 


leſt he ſhould fall into trouble. 


© 27 © diſorder, by reaſon of the great number 
of thoſe who followed the ſentiments of 
Athanaſius, the Emperor recalled this Prieſt to Con- 
ſtantinople, and to aſſure himſelf entirely of his 
belief, of which the Orthodox till doubted, he 
offered him the Nicene Creed to fign, which he 
did without ballancing, and moreover ſwore 


he was of that opinion. A report ran that he =_ 
| i 


(63) 

hid under his Arm a Writing, which contain'd 
his Opinion, and that he barely ſwore he believ'd 
what he had wrote ; but there is no great certain- 
ty to be expeted in what his Enemies ſay of him. 
Perhaps he thought, like E»ſebins of Ceſarea, that 
one might give to the words of the Creed a fſenle 
which amoynted to his ſentiment, although he 
wiſht they had made uſe of other terms. What 
the Fathers of Nice faid more than he conſiſting 1a 
in ſomething abſolutely incomprehenſible ; per- 
haps moreover he counted that for nothing. 
However Alexander Biſhop of Conſtantinople ret 

ſed to receive him into Communion, although 
the Emperor had ordereJ him to do it, and a 
great number of Biſhops and of the People urged 
him to it. Beſides this the Aria» Biſhops were 
preparing to hold a Council, to examin afreſh 
the queſtion agitated at Nice, and had markt a 
day in which they were to meet to diſcourſe about 
it, and to conduCt Arizs into the Church maugre 
Alexander, In this ' extremity knowing not how 
to maintain his refuſal, the Hiſtory relils us that 
he ſhut himſelf up in a Church call'd Peace, and 


ſet himſelf very devoutly to pray to God, nort- 


that he would convert 'Ariws, or that he would 


diſcover to himſelf che Truth, -but, that if the _ 


of Arius was true, he himſelf might nor ſee the day 
fet apart to diſcourſe of it; or that if his own belief 
were true, Arius who was the cauſe of ſo great miſ- 


chiefs, might be punifht for his Infidelity, A Prayer 


ſo Title charitable, and whence might” be ſeen. 


that this Biſhop' was more concern'd for his re- 
putation than the Truth, faiPd' not of being 
heard, ſeeing that the next morning which was 

| Sunday 


——_— _ — — — I — _ 
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(64) | 

Sunday, , or the ſame day at. night, as Aris went 
to the Church. accompani'd , by. thoſe of his Party, 
or in,. ſome, other; place, for the Hiſtorians vary, 
in paſſing |by the, Market of Conftantin, he had to 
great occaſion. to.go' to eaſe himſelf, that he was 
Deed to betake himſelf to the common Privies, 
where inſtead of finding eaſe, he evacuated his 
Bowels, and thus died ſuddenly, Since that time 
atongers were commonly fhew'd theſe places 
of eaſement, and no -body dared ſit down-on the 
{ame-place where Ariws ſat. *Tis faid that a Rich 
Arian, to aboliſh the memory of it, tought af- 
terwards this Place of the Publick, and there 
built an Houſe. | | 
It's thus that Rufinus, Sorrates, and Sozomen 
relate the laſt Events of the lite of 4715. But 

; St. Athanaſius fays that (a) having been 
FM rk recalled by the {ſolicitations of thoſe of 

 .- his Party, he offered his Confeſhon of 
Faith to the Emperor, and {wore that he did not 
believe any .. thing elfe ; after which thoſe that 
protefted him would introduce | him, into/ the 
Church, at his going out of the Emperors Palace, 
but that he died, without having been received 
into Communion. {6) A Learned Man 
is of . Opinion 4n this matter, 7 ber | rhe 
| Arius who. was recerved into Communion at 
Jeruſalem, was 4 Prieſt. of the Party of the famons 
Arius, and not he himſelf, who had already died out 
of the Communion of the Charch.; -fox, without this 
ir .muſt be:faid that Athanaſius has been miſtaken, 
But were it, granted bim that- this{ Biſhop: was 
miſtaken, in ſpeaking of a Man;,whom: he: every 
moment orewhelmed with injuries, it _ ” 

| oun 


b) De, Val- 
Vi, 


—  —— -- —e—OO—$_y ere ry —_— 
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found .ftrange, eſpecially nat having been at 
Conſtemtinople then, when what he relates muſt, have 
hapned... One may farther. ſay, that Athanaſius has 
related, by way; of, abridgmeat, and little exattly, 
| what he had heard ſay. of Arizs, and that he regard- 
ed | him as-,an excommunicated _ Perſon, having 
|- been only received by a Council whoſe Authority 
Athanaſius would, not. acknowledges it copliſting 
principally of Perſans whole opinions had been aga- 
| thematized at Vice. {It iis. far: more natural thus 
| to interpret this, paſſage of 4thanafins, than to re- 
je& whoily as falſe. an, Hiſtory ſo circumſtanc'd as 
- that of ' the latter, years. of the life of Ars, in 
| reſpeQ :;of [certain | fatts which | the _ Hiſtorians, 
wes we, have already cited, "x: intereſt | 

to alter. | | | I” 
- -Hrins being dead, ;apparently of a ſudden death, 
peradventure by: 'Poyſon, which may have given 
| occaſion to the Tragical manner, in which the 
Hiſtorians mention it,, tbe Diſputes ſtarted on his 
occaſion. dyed nor: with bim:: (s) Thoſe © 
who, were of  Arhaneſios's,, Party : at. jw), ou 

Alexanarias, beſought of God his return 

' in the Publick Prayers, and ceaſed not_'to impor- 
: |* tune. the Emperor, . to, make him, be recalled. 
| Conſtantin was oblig'd to, write to the People of that 


Town, a, Letter, | whereiny he. upbraided them for 
| their Lightneſs - and Folly, ; and. enjoyns the Eccle- 
ſiaſticks to remain quiet, - and , wherein he declares 

he would not recall Arhanaſtss, whom he treats 
as'a feditious Perſon,. and: one who, had been con- 
demned by a, Council. . He. anſwers likewiſe to 
Anthony the Hermit, ; That, he | pins y uot ſlight the 
Tudement of the Council of Ty re, becauſe that ſuppoſing 
ſome among the Biſhops were paſſionste, yet it is not pro- 


able 
9 mee... 


-—” — 


A Cn Occ 


Huy 
bable that is F 4 z number Wi iſe and Loarned Bj. 
fbops ſbould att of "em att by ;: Hd that Arhanati- 
us 4s an Ir/otenr Proud ot Teoalufom Fellow.) © ! 
' Corſtamin wrote theſe Letters” biit'a little time” 
before his death, which hapned -itr #he year 337, | 
the circumſtances of which maybe ſeen in his life 
writ by Evſebivs. Yet we mult remeinber, that 

this is rathera _— thanan uftintereſt: Hiſtory; 
whence" it' is th _—_ othing -of the | death'of 
his two Wives, aid 'theel Rt Son of this Emperor, 
whom he had put'to dearh'thro? jealouſy or revenge. 

Euſebias was always of the Arians Aer Om S9- | 
trates has uftdertaken'to juſtifie him, (6) | 

© agg and fo do%'Dr. Cave ſeem-to do; thinking 
 * bimifof «thetvro!! obliged thro” Chriſtian | 

: Charity ; whereas the love of truth ſhould oblige all | 
Hiſtorians never to vary from ir. '* But it is this pre- 

. beg charity, which extgnds'it ſelf only to Fathers 
Which are refpeQed' as! "ns, hich has been | 
the cauſe that * E Have in a friarther only Patregyricks 
of che. Ancithis; whereiti their 'defefts are ever ſap. | 
preft;" when they cannot*be' covered with the mn 


of ome Vettties. 
as it appears by thecbndo8 tre rele at | 


Eu e feb7us 
rhe Foun cit of Nite, was deX = $PtRon, Who Hid 4-4 
gt fcrupte ro ſzbfcribs *to®ter "Which Were. mot | 


king to him as Expotind them an | 
i a fenf by No ro'h be yet. HAS nformig | 
ble to "tht of 404 Hb ſer- hart op: * Por #7 fine, 
a Man muſt ſhucſhis Eyes, routhing whar he'fay's BY 


his Letter.to 'rle* "of 05/tv ea, —_— i tt 
Sn [o 


he un [Adol'd c ns of te 
than Athanaſius Ad.”” Be was wheat ed Tet bf , 
Ori24x, ſeveral of whoſe opinions may beſertn his 


Hs; tic lived ar tony after Conftancos, 'fof. ——— 
the 


—— —— 
Ls 
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the year 340. St. Jerome in ſeveral placescalls him 
Signifer et Princeps Arianorum ; Speaking of the 
great Euſebius Biſhop of Ceſarea. 

Athanaſius in his baniſhment wrote a Creed at 
Rome, which he preſented troa Council litting there, 
yet that Creed was not publiſh'd till above three hun- 
dred years after ia the Toletan Council, as Baronizs 
himſelf owns, neither can any gne tell us what that 
was; for that which palles commonly amongſt us 
under the name of the Arhanaſian Creed, and is read 
in our Churches, was drawn up by God knows who, 
as Voſſius de Tribus Symbolis, Camerarins, and Ell. du 
Pin in his B. des Aut. Eccleſ. do ingenuoully contfels. 
For how curſt Athanaſius make a new Creed after the 
Nicene ? Beſides, no Writer of that time mentions it, 
no not Athanaſius himſelf, It ſeems to have been 
broach*c above 600 years after that age, in which 
timea profound ignorance had overſpread Chriſten- 
dom ; however the Eaſtern Churches would never 
own it, no not at this day. See more in the above 
mentioned learned Authors. 


Conſtantin being dead, Euſebius Biſhop of Nicome-. 
dia, a refin'd Courtier, ſoon made himſelf Maſter 
of Conftantias, and all the Grandees of the Palace, in 
whom he rooted his beloved Arianiſm ; being afſiſt- 
ed by Conftantia's Prieſt, the Empreſs was ſoon gain'd 
over, and the Roman Empire became for the moſt 
part Arian, Athanaſius being, condemn'd not only by 
many Eaſtern, but alſo by ſeveral great Weſtern Coun- 
cils. Aſterwards they fell fo to Logger-heads, that the 
Weſtern Church excommunicated the Eaſtern, and 
the Eaſtern return'd the ſame Complement upon the 


Weltern; and there we'll leave them. 
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